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THE S, D 


(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1000 HOURS, ) 


DR. ALFRED HOENGEN, a witness, took the stand and testified 
as follows; 
BY THE COMMISSIONER: 

Will the witness stand, raise his right hand and repeat 
after me? 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will 
speak the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing, 

(The witness repeated the oath, ) 

Q What is your name? 

A Alfred Hoengen, 

Q You may sit down. 
BY DR. GAWLIK: DIRECT EXAMINATION. 

Q Through the testimony of the witness, Hoengen, I want 


to prove that the statement of the prosecution; 
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(a) That the SD checked the trustworthiness and reliability of the 


civil servants in connection with their complete egreement to 
the National Socialistic ideas and Hitler's leaders is not 
correct. 

That the SD in no way influenced the selection of the Nazi 
leeders as stated under page 16 of the trial brief in the 
German translation, 

We will also attempt to prove that insofar as information 
concerning civil servents was given, it was not given for the following 
reasons} 

(a) To afå a conspiracy. 

(b) To bring about crimes against the peace, war crimes or crimes 
against humanity, that this information was not to aid these crimes or 
to bring them about, 

Q I am just going to ask a few questions in order to prove that 
the witness has the necessary information to make such statements, 
How long have you been a member of the SD? 
Since May of 1940. 
How long have you been a member of the NSDAP? 
Since January 1, 1940. 
Since when were you an SS? 
Since the end of 1941, 
What offices were you active in in the SD? 


I was in the SD sector at Aachen; SD main sector at Hamburg 
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the SD main sector in Berlin and in Amt. 3. 


Q In what eapacity were you active in these offices? 


I was chief of the sectors. 


A 
Q What did you work on = what was your duties? 
A 


In the various sectors of the SD I worked in the section of 
law and administration in Amt. lll-a and I worked in generel public 


life, which wes first 3a4 and later Amt. Zal, 


Q You elso worked on personnel changes? 

A Yes, 

Q From what time on do you have the information concerning the 
personnel information plans of the SD? 

& Through looking through old files and talking to my superiors 
and co-workers, I can give information as far back as 1935 and 1936, 

Q What is your occupation? 

& Lawyer. 

Q Who nemed or who appointed these civil servants and who advanced 
them? 

A The state officers and the section officers, the state administra- 
tion and the local administration, 

Q Who also took a part in the appointment of civil servants and 
their advancement? 

A After the German civil servant laws, the NSDAP, 


Q What office did the NSDAP or the party use for that purpose? 
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A There were various offices which were questioned in connection 
with these appointments, for instance, the local police. They also 
checked with the local court if there had been any previous sentences, then 
the labor or Arbeitfront, the party, the professional groups, depending 
upon what the person was working in. For instance, the law association, 
the medical association, the association of professors at the University, 
all depending of course on what their jobs were and also the person's 
use to the SD, 

Q What was the reason for all this information? 

A This information was used by the party for the so-called colitical 
certificate or political judgment of the various officers, 

Q Was there any difference between the political judgement by the 
Hoheitstraeger or the higher party officers and the SD? 

A The judgement of the Hoheitstreeger wae what we called the Hoheitsact, 


which meant that it had a constitutional value. It was an important or 


veluable judgment. The judgement which came from the various other organ- 


izations which I mentioned before were information of facts and therefore 
was not a judgement, but only a statement of facts, 

Q What do you understand as to the Hoheitsact? 

A The word Hoheitsact act or Hoheits file is an old German administrative 
term. In other words, it is not judt the statement or form of the National 
Socialistic law. For instance a Hoheitsact is WkExK all the files of the 
court affairs, such as affairs of criminal courts, concessions, as well 


as permits to build, permits of all sorts and also the information of the 
other legal files. It 
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Was the information of the SD a Hoheitsact file, 

No, it was not a Hokeitssct file, 

Was this difference prescribed by law? 

Yes, the party chancellory issued information as to the 
differente between political judgment and political information. 
It also designated that only the information by the Hoheitstreeger 
wes to be sunno-ed to be recorded as a Hoheitsact. 

Q Did the information given by the SD have any importance in 
the appointment or advancement of civil servants? 


A The information of the SD was "sine qua non" that is it 


was something that did not have to be absolutely obyed and the 


Hoheitstraeger was in no way tied to use the information by the 
SD. 

Q What was the purpose of the SD information concerning these 
civil servants? 

A We had to make a difference between times. As long as Ant. 3 
did not exist, it was the duty of the SD upon orders fron the NSDAP 
to give information concerning future civil servants and those to 
be advanced from its information, which consisted mostly of reports 
by old members. These matters were taken care of in the old Amt. 1 
in the office which at that time was called Amt. 111. When Amt. 3 
was formed, this old material and the old files on the whole went 


over to the Gestapo, later on as Amt. 3 was organized, it beéame the 
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duty of Amt. 3 to give information according to the lines given to us as 
an information branch, The information, which was given to us by this 
group, wes celled by us "Information on the Fear of Public Life." It 

was the murpose from this information to present the man by the SD as 

he actually was in his past or in his daily life. It was supposed to 

give a complete picture of his personality and character. This information 
was supposed to give his past life, his professional career, his schooling 
such as University and Colle ge career; his fmily background, his financial 
background, what kind of social circles he moved in, hie political past, 
his political present and the knowledge he had of the field in which he 
was supposed to be working. This information was compiled not by a person 
who had no information whatsoever concerning the position that this infor- 
mation was given out for. For instance, if it concerned a member of the 
law profession, then one of the SD co-workers with a lawyer background 


took care of that. If it concerned a man with an economic background, then 


ən economic member of the SD compiled this information; if it concerned a 


man with a cultural background, then it was a man in the SD who compiled 
the information who also had = culutmral background. In other words, what 
I want to point out is that the civil servant that wae being investizated 
or checked was not just checked for one single phase of his life, not for 
instance just his political phase, but his entire life or background. It 
was not checking just one particular point, In other words, a single action 
or a single phase of his life was. not considered to be highly irrelevant, 
but we considered his entire background and past and actions, 


I want to say that we attempted to show in this informetion 


how this public official was looked upon by the public - just what the 
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public opinion was, 

Q The prosecution maintains that the reason for the screening and 
information of public officers of the SD was so-that the officers would be 
out into leading positions which could be used later on for conspiring 
to carry out crimes ageinst the peace, war crimes, etc, Would you please 
make a statement concerning this, 

A I cannot answer the question of the conspiracy - only give my 
impression. 

Q Your personal impression is not importent, but the impression 
of the SD members, 

LT, HARRIS; I object to that. I think the witness is qualified 
to state what his personal ‘impression is, but he is not qualified to 
state his impression of other people. It is impossible. 

DR. GAWLIK; He is supposed to give information and gan give 
information as to the purpose, which was the aim of the SD leadership - 
by that I mean the Reichs Security Main Office in which he was active, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Please instruct the witness not to answer 


until the question of the objection is ruled upon, 


DR. GAWLIK: Wait until the objection is ruled upon before 


you answer, 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: I think Lt, Harris! objection is a valid one. 
unteos Yer freer what if wee 
You cannot testify as to someone else's impression, you would be getting 
away from that which would really consist of hes Knowledge. 
DR. GAWLIK; He is not supposed to give the opinions and im- 


pressions of all the other members. He was in charge of the personnel ve 
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information branch of the SD. Being in charge, he should know the goal 
of this information branch. 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: The objection is based on the fact that the 
witness is testifying as to fs impression of others. What we are trying 
to get at hee Sat taste, wish-wrkieh-t0 sat- ctiarity tho- 5tturtton. 
Rrxrıkihkikr Yes, if we could avoid people's impressions generally, 
I think the evidence which we get here would be of great weight. 
DR. GAWLIK: Was the objection over-ruled? 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: We will over-rule the objection. 
BY DR. GAWLIK; 
Q Please give me the facts about which we can draw the conclusion 
as to the purpose of this information. 
A I did not know, nor did I have any impression that there existed 
any conspiracy within the SD and in my talks with my co-workers and superiors, 
I never got the impression that such a conspiracy did exist, especially in 
the information branch of the SD. We never received any decrees or directives 
from either the party or the SD that could lead one to suppose that such a 
conspiracy actually existed. When we received the information concerning a 
public servant, we sent this information to the people asking the question 
- thet is everything we knew concerning this person, 
We were not asked if certain people had the special charachteristics 
which were necessary for a person to participate or in any way be connected. 
with a conspiracy. I would consider under these cheracteristics for a 


person to participate or take part in a conspiracy, he would have to be 


absolutey obedient, if he is a person without scrucles and a person who is gg 
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ready to be used as a tool for any kind of action. 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: We are not interested in what the witness 
considered as the necessary characteristics for an individual to take 
part in a conspiracy, 

DR. GAWLIK; Please only given me the facts, 

BY DR. GAWLIK: 

& The further fact thet there was no group within the state or the 
party that was known and regarded as a group formed for a conspiracy and 
the relation with this highest leadership group. By that, I mean the 
relationship between the various ministers and high officers of the party 
end its organization, This group was not a closely tied group, but within 
this group there was a great difference of opinion and people who contin= 
ually opposed esch other. The further fect is that the SD did not hear 
anything about a common goal of this lesdership group - that is a common 
goal əs far as a conspiracy is concerned, 

Q The prosecution claims that the basis on which these officers 


were judged was a complete dependability to the Nazi point of view and 


to Hitler's leadership, This question concerns page 16 of the trial 


brief - German translation. What can you say concerning this? Is that 
correct? Is this the measurement or were their other RR measurements 
relative to this? 

A First of all, I heve already stated that the SD did not give any 


judgement - just information or fects, If it was a fect that a public 


officer or a person had openly stated “is opposition to the party or 


to the state, then this was included in the information. As I already 
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stated, this person was not judged by just one part of his life, for 
instance, his statements or his actions toward the state or the party, 
but his general RI life among which his political opinions were a 
part, 

Q Dr. Hoettel steted in a sworn statement, PS 2614, that it was 
the goal of the SD to put in the leading positions only those persons 
who were 100% followers of the National Socialist party and any other 
public officers it was attempted to have removed, 

A Dr. Hoettel never worked in Amt. 3 and I do not think he knows 
much of the duties of the information center or branch, otherwise he 
would not have made such = statement. If the statement of Dr. Hoettel 
is correct, then it would mean that the SD was involved in personal 
politics. We always considered it a fact that politics were not a 
part of the activities of the Information Bureau of the country. It 
was not the goal of Amt. 3 — that is the information branch =- to put 
only 100% Naziis in leading positions, but to put the persons best 
qualified as far as character and dependability was concerned. The 
SD also did not fight against the other high ranking officers or members, 
since that would have been an executive action - a action which should 
have been in the hands of the police end judges. Such work was not done 
by the SD or was not attempted by the SD, 


Q Dr. Hoettel also stated that the SD had an important influence 


in the judgement of personnel officers in many state departments. Would 


you give us your opinion concerning this? 
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A I don't quite understand what he mezas by a state department. By 
that, it is usually meant a public service, such as a reduction in electricity, 
etc. He may mean an official state or Government department, for instance a 
ministry. Concerning this, I want to say thet the SD did not have any in- 
fluence on the personnel policies of these verious official departments and 
ministries and it did not attempt to have any such influence, 

Of course, the SD wes interested in the fect that the information, 

which they compiled and passed Aye organizations or groups requesting 
it, that the information would be used by them. Of course, this information 
of the SD concerned all high ranking officers, the state officers, who were 
well known and people who were well known in public life, besides those 
working in administration, law or culture, It wes therefore intended that 
the individual experts or men working in Amt. 3 on these matters were in 
good relation to the personnel services of the official departments, such 
as the Ministry, etc. If such a good reletionship was accomplisheä by the 
experts in Amt. 3 and the personnel chief in the ministry, then it was 
possible that these two men could get together and jointly decide or try 
to figure out what Proffessor for instance would be the best choice for a 
certain job within a University, however, the SD did not have the power to 
order or even suggest as to what person would be best qualified for a certain 
position, It did not have the power and did not euggest as to what person 
would be most qualified, In this way, the SD did not have the power of super- 
vision over these various positions or new placements, 

Q In other words, as far as there was some kind of influence, in what 


direction did the SD use its influence? 
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A I went to state on this point that the objectives and large reports 
given by the SD were not one sided and did not take one side or the other. 
They spoke for themselves, that was true not only in the versonnel section 
of the SD, but in every section. 

Q Maybe you can answer this question with "yes" or "no?" Would it be 
the purpose to aid and bring about the conspiracy for crimes =g-inst the 
peace, crimes against humanity and war crimes? 

A Absolutely no, 

Q Did the SD have the veto power against proposed names of officers and 
advancements? 

A No, 

Q Did the SD also give information concerning the capabilities or 
reliability of political leaders for political jobs, that is higher jobs 
in the party and the organization? | 

A The SD was completely excluded from the internal effairs of the 
party and it had nothing whatsoever to say concerning appointments within 
the party or its organization, that was especially due to the objections 
of Bormann that the SD was not allowed to mix itself in the party affairs. 
Therefore when a position like Ortsgruppenheiter, Gauleiter or even Kreisleiter, 
then the SD was not questioned concerning the reliability of the person. 

In fact, the SD was not even informed that such a post was supposed to 
be ER, 


Q Did the SD have any influence whatever in the selection of Nazi 


leaders? This concerns Page 16 of the Trial Brief, German translation? 


ES 


\ 
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A I, as the responsible person within the SD, should have known 
of any such influence and I state that the SD at no time had any influence 
whatsoever on promotions or naming of party officers or officers of the 
associated organizations and groups, 
DR. GAWLIK; I have no further cuestions, 
CAPPAIN-TUBRIDY+ WE WILL RECESS FOR TEN MINUTES, 


(THE COMMISSION RECESSED AT 1120 HOURS.) 
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BY LT. CMDR. HARRIS: 
Q Why did you join the SA and the Nazi Party? 
A In 1938 1 was made kreisleiter of my own town of Aachen, and at that time 
1 aß was asked why A m not joined the Nazi Party or the National Socialist 
lelfare Organization, the NSV, or some other organization of the Party. in that 
respect L was accused to some extent of not having participated. 
EX XS RK XXX 
DR. GAWLIK: Would the witness please clarify what he meens by Kreisleiter 
in this connection? 
WITNESS: I was the highest Nazi leader for that town. 
DR. GAWLIK: Then, did L understand the witness correctly as saying that 
he was the highest Nazi leader in that town without having been a party mamekex 


member? 


WITNESS: I was misunderstood. I became a lawyer in 1936 and at that time 


L received an mg order to go to the Kreisleiter and explain why 1 had not become 
a party member. 
BY LT. CMDR. HARRIS: 

Q Who told you mm to go to the Kreisleiter and explain why you had not become 
a member of the Nazi party? 

Á. I don't xmmxmk remember whether 1 was asked to go to the Kreisleiter by 
letter or by phone. 

Q Well, it was a request from the Kreisleiter's office that you come and 
report in order to explain why you had not joined the Nazi Party, is that right? 


A Yes. 


Q And what did you tell the Kreisleiter as to why you had not become ammm 


member of the Nazi party? . 
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A I already stated before that among other things I was accused of having 
friendly relations with Jews and parte Baier Jewish cases as a lawyer. 

@ Well, who accused you of those offenses? Did the Gestapo accuse you or 
the Kreisleiter? 


A I don't know where the Kreisleiter got his infomation. My actions and 


my relations with other people were well known to a lot of thee ople in that town 


since the life of a lawyer generaly is rather public, and my friends and acauaintances 
were rather well knovn in this comparatively small town. 
Well, did you know that it was an offense against the Party and the Nazi 

system to represent Jews? 

A Yes. 

And knowing that it was such an m&tkmmpog offense, you went right ahead and 

represented them, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q You didn't think that was wrong? 

A No. 

Q And then, what did you tell the Kreisleiter as to why you had not joined 
the Sak Party: | 

A I told the kreisleiter that I had some basic thoughts against this idea, 
that 1 was not a political person, and that I had never before participated in any 
political activity. 

Q What were the minjemtkiomsx objections that you had to the Nazi system at that 
time? 

A For instance, the anti-semitism. I was not anti-semitic then and 1'm not 


anti — semitic now. 
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Well, what did you know about anti-semitism as carried out by the Kreisleiter 
lower party officials? 
It consisted of the removal of the Jews from the public life of Germany. 
What did the Mazi Party have to do with that? What did the Blockleiter, 

the @ellenleiter, and the @rtgruppenleiter have to do with that? 

A As National Socialitts, they represented the ideals of anti-semitism. 


Q But what specifically did they do against the Jews that caused you to be 


opposed to them? 
A Am L to understand your question as saying in what way did these 6rt gruppen- 
leiters, Gellenleiters, and fiockleiters carry out the anti-semitism? 
Q Yes. 
Kee 
DR. GAWLIK: May I object to this line of questioning since the witness wak 
testimony 
was not called in for this line of questioning, and from the Zfserakien that he has 
x given up to now, he does not know the information which is now being asked of him. 
CAPT. TUBRIDY: The witness has indicated that he is net a member but—he aZ 
wes a part of the SD. The SD was xg a group of persons that Allegedly PN E 
in crimes, The line of questioning vi directed toward the individual as a person 
and his attitude and his actions which would ae A bearing as—te-—theLineof on th. 
testimony which he has been giving. 
DR. GAWLIK: An other words, it is only a question of his trustworthiness 
and reliability? 
CAPT. TUBRIDY: Generally, thetype-of—witness—he is. 
DR. GAWLIK: alright. 


WITNESS: May I have the question repeated? 


LT. CMDR. HARRIS: Yes. J p 


` 


(Question repeated by German stenographer.) 
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WITNBSS: 1, at that time, was not a member of the National Socialist 
party, and 1 can only testify as to whet I heard from others. 
BY LT. CMMR. HARRIS: 
G Yes, that's what we are interested in. ‘hat, sæ cifically, did they do 
that caused you to think that this anti-semitism was wrong? 
What I saw especially of the anti-semitism of the nazi party was the propaganda 
which was reported in the newspapers and especially over the radio. Then, the mass 
meetings, the papers such as Der Stuermer, and such all carried this propaganda. 


Q You said that you umerstood that the rarty was trying to force the Jews 


to leave Germany. What did the Blockleiter ‚„4ellenleiter and Örtgruppenjeiter do 


axia specifically to force the Jews to leave Germany, for example ? 

A I was a lawyer, and as such, represented many Jews that intended to leave 
Germany, and later on actually did leave Germany. As a lawyep, 1 had to aid them 
in various aspects of their leaving, such as helping them in certain finantial 
interests; amt also having to meet with the border duty officers and with the 
finance officers and so on, and therefore, I did not have anything to do actually 
with the party officers and do mmx not know what these party officers did ins order 
to force the Jews to leave Germany. 

Q Well, your clients told you what they did, didn't they? 

A Yes. 

Q Well, what did they ceil you? 

A Thad clients for instance that used to have business in Germany, and after 
a while , they received an order that they would not be allowed to carry on these 
business affiliations any more and it was attempted to try to retain their business 


interests so that they could start anew in the foreign countries. 





T Re OTI 


Take 2, Page 5 
26 une 

Q And what organization drove them out of business?” Was that done by the 
Party? 

A No, this was just a consequence of State decrees, or state orders. For 

Wuernber 
instance, the Segoe decrees were State laws and National laws, and 
it was from these laws that the decree was enforced. 

Q How were these discriminatory laws enforced: What organization enforced 
gx them’? 

A There were a large number of official deparixenskxem departments connected 
with this matter, For instance, the Finance Department had a x very large part 
in this, and duty had to be paid for anything that was taken out of Germany. ‘then, 
the local police, the criminal police, was also connected with the issuing of 
passports and so oni 

Q What else did you tell the Kreisleiter? hat other reasons did you give the 
Kreisleiter for not #mimgk joining the Party, other than the fact that you were 
xmpre opposed to anti-semitism? 

A I have already stated that 1 told him at the time 1 was a non-political 
person, and had not participated in political actions.Before 1933 I was not in- 
terested, and was not interested now. 

Q Well, did he tell you why you should become a member of thema Party? 

A He did not tell me to become a member of the National Socialist Party, 
but to become a member of the NSV, the National Socialist Welfare Organization. 

He also asked me to participate in this welfare organization. 

Q Did you do this? 

A Yes. 


Q You understood that really, if you didn't comply with this recugst, it would 


adversely affect your law mark practice’ | Z 
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A I was not threatened in that direction, However, i considered it a good 


idea to join this organization since it was a purely welfare organization which had 
nothing to do with the National Socialistic world ideas, and was a purely welfare 


organization, 


Q You were out of sympathy with the National Socialistic world ideas, L take 


A No, not 100%, only partly. 

Q What parë of it were you particularly opposed to? 

A Iwas against the anti-semitism and was also, as a lawyer, opposed to the so- 
called leadership principle which extended all the way down into the smaller groups 
or phases of public life. 1 was a liberal, so far as my lava was EumEenk concerned, 
or if you want to say it; I was more democratically inclined, 

Q In other words, you were opposed to dictatorship as personified by Hitlerism? 

A 3 I wuld agree that at the time of need in which Germany was plunged, poemat 
and energetic leadership was a good thing. However, i am not quite able to khimk®ef 
kkm determine NER u this central and energetic leadership should have extended, 

Q In any event, opposing these Nazigg tendencies for leadership and anti-semitism, 
you joined the Nazi Party, didn't you? 

A Bteombos: After 1 entered the welfare organization, 1 got the job of receiving 
the first of the many members, and it was also my job to take care of the poor through 


donations of money and food. That is, it was my job to bring these people money 


and food, and it was a job which was considered very nice, and after a half year, the 
Urtgruppenleiterz who responsible for my district, told me that it was possible 
for me to enter the Party. 

Q And so you were glad to know that you had been accepted in the rarty and 


4 


you joined the Party? 
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A No, that is not quite the history of it. At that time 1 came to the con- 
clusion that it was not a good idea to stay in isolated opposition as an outsider, 
but rather, to enter the rarty and as a party member, to express my thoughts and 
opinions about the public life, and in such a way bring my ideas to a wider circle. 

Q That was due to the fact that no outsider could safely express sppmskzken 
opposition to the rarty and against the nazi dictatorship, wasn't it? 

A Yes. ror instance, it was not possible to express REES my different 
opinion im a newspaper article or by expressing it at a rally. 

Q it was the duty of the Örtgruppenleiters, Wellenleiters, and Blockleiters 
to keep watch over the people and to report unpatriotic actions, wasn't it? 

A That would have meant that the Zellenleiters, Örtgruppanleiters and Ailock- 
leiters were spying on the people in the district. Before I entered the National 
Socialist organization, 1 did not know who the Zellenleiter was that was in charge 
of my particular district. 

Q That's exactly what 1 mean, but you knew that if you, as a member of the 
opposition, stated your opposition to anti-semitism, that it was the duty of the 

then the result was that 
party leaders to report you and that you would be reported and/you had to get out 
of the opposition and into the party. 

A No, you cannot express it that way. I think what you fay is exaggerated. 
When 1 was a may lawyer, we more or less publicly expressed our opposition to 
various ideas, For instance, inx a court house, similar to this, the lawyers had 


their own room in which a group of them got together and discussed the latest measures 


and erikiexzw criticized them, If we did not agree with them we said so. We were not 


afraid of being reported or picked up. 
Q You didn't answer the question. L am not referring to legal methods, as to 


which lawyers have the privilege of expressing themselves. l am referring to remarks 
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made by the public in general against the Hitler ideas, that is anti-semitism] It 
was generally known that these party officials did may report these remakks and it 
was their duty to do so, 

A No, it is true that inthe rooms of the Zawessr lawyers, judicial questions 


were discussed, but 1 am referring to questions about the events of the day -- the 


laws of the day ameoxnm and interior politics. We not only discussed those questions 


in the rooms of the lawyers, but also in public, and I want to emphasize by this 
that I did not feel in any way that 1 was being spied upon. 

Q In other words, ym what you just said a few minutes ago that the reason that 
you joined the Nazi Party was in order to have freedem of expression which you did 
not have outside of the Nazi Party is not true? 

A No, L do not consider that there was sueh a contradiction. in my answer, 
there is quite a get difference in talking to friends and acquaintances about things 
like this, and in talking to another group of people -- Party members whom I met. 

By expressing 
ÄNXErBBrXERXEXKrEXX my thoughts to them, i hoped to bring about a change in their 
idaw ideas. There's quite a lot of difference. One being without any results, amd 
the other one, the latter one, having a possibility of results within Men Party. 

Q That's exactly what I am talking about. in other words, you knew that as 
long as you were an outsider, that if you made statements about your opposition to 
persons in the Party, you were liable to get into trouble, didn't you? 

A I considered it unnecessary and needless to stand on the outside and gust 
criticize, but felt that I, as a member of one of the higher educated and more 


intelligent groups of the papulation, should enter the Party in order to bring about 


a change in the policy of the National Socialist Party as such. 


a ee 





COM A — Hoenger 


er ITT 


Take 2, Page 9 
26 June 

Q What did you understand the SD to be when you joined it? 

A TI only heard about the existence of the SD shortly before I entered the SD, 
I became a soldier when the war broke out, and at that time, lawyers were being sought 
by the SD mz for duties which necessitated a person being a lawyer. At that time, I 
was with a unit which I was not suited for. l was with a building construction company 
and my physical stature Sites was not wukioonriks suited for the job. That is 
why I took the chance and 1 asked about the jobs which were open. I saw immediate}y 
f that + could bring my critiéal ideas to use in this new job as a lawqe, V 

Q You have spoken for 5 minutes and you have not answered the question, 

A Then I am sorry, but 1 did not understand the question. 

I asked you, at the time you joined the SD, if you knew what the SD was. 

A I was told, at the time, and it later turned out to be true, that the SD 
was an institution which was to look into public ideas and thoughts. That was 
about the general lines and duties of the SD, 

Q Well, did anybody ever tell you that the SD was the intelligence servic 
of the SS in the Party in the Nazi State? 

A Nobody ever told me that and L did nd get the impression while working there 
that the SD, and L am now speaking of Amt LII, teat=it carried out my espionage or 
intelligence. 

Q Well, how did the Amt LIT of the SD obtain their information? 

A I suppose the Prosecutor is speaking of the material which the SD used for 
the report? 

Q Did the SD employ "V-Men"? 

A They did not employ them in the sense that they had a contract with them or 
that they were paid. We called them honorary co-workers. I, of course, was 


paid. 
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Did Amt III of the SD obtain information through persons who were called 


honorary part-time members, or "V-lien", who obtained information secretly and relayed 
it to the SD regular employees? 

A If you want to designate me as a paid agent, then I have to protest because 
the sound of the word agent is a very bad word in Germany. But, if you wanted to 
express by this that the main officials in the SD, such as I, did receive information 
from V-Men , then that is correct. I do notzmk quite understand the term that the 
Prosecutor used, that is, the term of obtaining information by secret means. 

When did you enter Amt III's head office? 

A End of January, 1943. 

Q You have seen these reports on individual civil servants that you testified 
to at length? Have you ever seen one? 

A As I have already stated, 1 concerned myself with the public. That is, while 
in Aachen, Hamburg and Berlin 1 concerned myself with civil servants, but later 1 
was concemed with party members. That is, the leading personalities within the 
party. 

Q You understand that you have not answered the question at all, don't you? 

Are you trying to deliberately evade answering the questions? 

A No, 1 was asked whether I saw any of thase reports. 

Q And you have not answered this question. 

A Yes, I've seen these reports, 

Q That's a simple question, and it calls for a simple answer, and we will get 
along much better if you try to answer the question. What did the report look lik? 

A These reports were, as i have already explained, the description of the persons 


past life and their occupational career. 
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Q Did it have the name of the man on the report? 

A lt had to be there. 

Q It had to be, of course. Then, it had the report which gave the basic 
facts, six didn't it? 

A I don't understand this mix question. 

Q Then the kay of the report contained facts concerning the man's past life 
and so forth’? 

A Yes, that was the rule. 

Q Yes. Then, at the end of the report, there was the conclusion? 

A That depended upon the offices from where this information SEKR originated. 
Some groups only made a list of the facts, and some other groups drew a conclusion. 

Q Did you ever see any one of these reports which were submitted to the State 
Department in final form as it went on to Amt III? 

A TI have already stated, in the answer that was ob jected to by the Prosecutor, 
that in Amt III, I Be not have anything to do with the judgment of these officials. 
In Amt IIL, 1 made personality reports concerning persons within the party. 

So that are 

Q Zem actually, what you mom familiar with is yourzezpek experiences 
in the Abschnitt and leitabschnitt offices in submitting reports, beginning at 
Amt III, on these various appointees and officers? So your experience in the 
matters of reports on civil servants is based upon the time that you spent in the 
regional offices of the SD, and in submitting reports from those offices to Amt Lit 
headquarters? 

e r 5 ; ; aooiie lL have already zkakhak stated 

this er en was Seine dealt withsorx in Amt III 
while L was with the Abschnitt sectors. 


Q But you said you had never actually seen one of the Zike final reports when 





it went out from Amt LII to the state offices concernéd,. sÀ 
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A It is possible that I saw these reports from colleagues and co-workers, there- 
fore it is possible for me to state what they looked like. 

Q Just a minute ago you had never seen one of these reports. Now you say it 
is possible that you saw them. There coùld not be any question as to whether or 
not you saw them, 

A When you spoke of the reports I thought you meant all the reports, or most 
of them. However, L have not seen all of them, The Amt 111 very often passed on the 
good reports and we passed them on. I know these reports quite well. 

Q And some of these reports was a general appraisal of the person involved, 
wasn't it? 

differently 

A Yes, 1 have already stated that it was handled se@tnétety in various organi- 
zations or groups. Some would have these final resumes. 

Q What were your instructions mmx in the field as to what type of political 
grievances you were to look for? 

À 1 did not quite understand your question. 

Q You said that one of the elements was a man's political past, his political 
views and attributes, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q And L suppose that in these reports, if one of the V-ien said that he had 
learned that this man was opposed tox anti-semitism or something of that sort, that 
that was incorporated into the report? 

À Yes, that's a fact. 

Q And that's why you used these Væ Men who were not known, and who therefore were 


in a position to accuire information & that mkhmwwkwa otherwise could not be obtained? 
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I have stated before that the political aspects of the person were not the 


only points which were touched, but that it was only one point among many. 
Q You see, that does not answer the question. l understand that. now, let's 
have the question read back. 
(Question read back in German by German stenographer. ) 
x ‘that's a simple question and 1 think you can answer it with yes or no. 
Yes, of course. if a person made such a statement and a V-man heard it, 
he reported it among the other facts. 


You 
xb maintained the files of these persons ywmxin your regional offices, did 


you not? 
A Yes, ı had them at my disposal at any time, 

Q Now, actually, did you maintain files against individuals in anticipation 
of receiving requests for information? 

A ‘the files were set up in order to gather any kind of material. it was more 
or less a questionnaire. 

Q Go ahead and explain that, 1 am interested in the mechanics, you see. 

A If I understand you =mrxzz£g correctly, you want to know just how such 
an inquiry was handled? 

A No, that's not the question. I will rephrase the question. When information 
came in from the V-Men, and whatever forces were available, it was put in your files 
and kept in your office for future reference, wasn't it? 

A TI have to give you an example otherwise it is very hard to explain. 

© I understand. I am not talking «bout these impirisůs inquiries sy cificd ly, 
I am talking about it in general. 

A Yes, I have to give you a typical example. 


Q Well, go ahead. 
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A For instance, a V-Man reported the judgment in a certain case -- a criminal 
case. For instance, it was stated in this report that the mk public did not agree 
with this judgment which concerned something against the war industrial economy, which 
was a crime against the war industrial economy. it said then, in the report, that the 
Judge, Judge Mueller, dealt with it too harshly, or not harshly enough, according to 
the viewpoint of the people. Then, the SD became interested in Judge Mueller, Then 
extracts of this report axx were made and put into a file. 

Q Under the name of Mueller? 

A Under the name of Mueller, yes, that is correct. 

A second typical example is, for instance, when a Judge Schmitz is supposed 
to receive a promotion. The Party asks the SD for any information which the SD has 
concerning this Judge. Then, xtoommmdcamkenbam we were to check and see if there 
were any files on this man. lf there were no fim files, which was usually the 
case, then we made up a file. 

Q That's w exactly what 1 want. Tell me what your duties were with respect 
to investigating the party officials when you were in Amt Iin 1943. 


A The Sm committee of which I was in charge was called General Public Life. 


It was my duty to describethis development of public opinion in reports which I made 


up after receiving reports fran smaller sectors all over Germany. They were serious 
kp things which influenced the reports on the opinions of the population in a 
m negative way. 

Q Just a minute. 1 think that perhaps you did not understand the question, 
1 thought you said before that your workmst in Amt III was with respect to the Party 
and that's what 1 was trying to have you bring out. 

A Yes, I am coming to this right now. There was a bad influence upon the opinio 


of the people if at any public affair, for instance, a high party official acted in a 


a 
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bad way. The action of the leading man was/more and more Ekegkeiizby the population 


as the progress of the war became more and more critical. Many party officials were 
by the populatim 

talked about /quite critically, and the opinion of the population was gathered by these 

V-Men. lt was my duty to put together these facts and reports about either the high 

leaders as a whole, or about individual leaders. 1 was to put them together and. 

pass them on. 

Q And where did you send them? 

A We were to bring these reports to the attention of the various officials who 
zekie could change the existing conditions. That was , especially, Bormann, as 
high gk chief of the party, That is, he wasn't the highest chief, because the highest 
chief was Hitler, but he was the chif of the party chancellars. 

And you kept these reports in your office, filed by name, and when you sub- 
mitted them, did you submit them just with respect to one name at a time or more than 


one name? 


A In general, they were reports concerning one Kreisleiter and one Gauleiter 


or one Gichslsite rs 


Q And they were set up as individuals by name in your office? Is that right? 
Yes, that is something that I personally was responsible for, I developed 

these xg files, They were not official SD files, but they were in py office in 
a steel case, 

Q And the reports that came in from the V-Men through the regional offices 
gave information on the specific individuals by name which you put in your files? 

A As I said before, if it concerned the actions of some individual by that 
name, yes. 

Q The answer is yes? 

A Yes, but just in case, I wish to have the mwmxkm question repeated. 


(German stenographer repeats the question.) 
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Yes, the answer is yes. 


LT. CMDR. HARRIS: I have no further westims, 


RE-DIRECT EXAMIN/T ION 
BY DR. GAWLIK: 

Witness, you stated before the difference between a judgment and what you 
called a state Hoheits Act and Political Information. Am I correct in saying that 
this Hoeheits Act was a judgmment which was a general judgment whose value was 
accepted by 2 everybody? 

A In Germany, it was an official act. 

Q It was an act which was to be depended on by everybody, and the difference 
between the political information was or is that thex information only gave actual 
facts? 

as 37 

A Yes, and i£ the Prosecutor has stated, and I agreed,/there was a closing 
resume of the entire thing, then this was not official nor was it in any way binding 
upon anyone, 

Q M question is this, do you know what political leaders could give such 
a binding judgment? 

A As far as I know, only į Kreisleiters. 

Q. What was the reason for the critical opinion8 concerning high members of 


Party in the State? Why were they put together? Was the reason of the SD that 


AA 
the SD was to act against these people who made these statements or wer there other 


reasons? 
A We considered it very important to know what the people thought of the 
political leaders. The leadership had to receive such information from its infor 


mation branch. However, over all those things, we had no influence. 
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= LT. CMDR. HARRIS: You translated "Nachrichtentbarx Auskunft" as information 


branch? Is it infmoomkimm information or intelligence? 


INTERPRETER: "Nachrichten" is actually information. It can be used in both 


CAPT. TUBRLDY: Lets just let the record show that it can be translated 
as 
either/information or intelligence. 


BY DR. GAWLIK: 


statements? 
A The V-Men were not required to name the persons who made these statements. 

Then how were these statements reported” 

A For instanée, in the follwing manner. The entire population of a tom 
spoke of the action of a certain Kreisleiter. 

Q What was the situation of the SD at the time you arrived at the Reich Security 
Main Office? 

At that time already there were many differences between the SD and Party 
Chancellors, especially Bormann and even with Himmler, who did not consider the 
reports of the 8D as very important, We were always accused of being defeatists, 
or of being pessmistic, and that we were against the Party. 

DR. GAWLIK: Jt have no further questions. 

CAPT, TUBRIDY: The Court will adjourn, and we will fave the next witness 
at 2:00 o'clock, 


(THE COURT ADJOURNED AT 1315 HOURS. ) 
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Jıtliche Niederschrift 
über an-eklaste 
Into rnationalen Militär: 
Pha M: GPS 1946 
Kommission, 


Mittwoch, den 26, Juni 1946 


CAPTAIN JOS! 


enisations SD 


Zeune: DY. 


CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Herr Zowe, erhehe 


wiedcrholen Sic nach nir diesen Bid: 


"Ich schw6re bei Gott den 


aie reine 
Wor de ° " 


(Dor Zouge spricht 


Geben Sie uns Ihren vollon Nenen an, 


ZEUGE: Alfred Hön en, 
DURCH DR.GAWLIK: 
Durch die Vernehnun, 


dass die tunes der Anklarcbehorde : 


9 Ya ee 
SEN ‚u 
A S> D Gi 
der SD hebe die 
gea d eae a 

nat den BMA stab 


enschauuns und 


Troue und 
der v6lli-en 
Hitlers Führcrtuni 


a) 


Qu 


dass der SD keinerlei Einflus: 
Scite 16 des Seil. 
soll ferner bewiesen werden, 
1 eben worden sind, 


e ls en En 


Gudd 


eine Verschwörunz 
die Begehung von Verbrechen 
chen und Verbrechen gecomn d 
oder zu begünstizsen, 


Goren 


ie 


zunächst einise Fraren un 


die notwendire Kenntnis besitzt, 


Seit wann sind Sie in SD? 


Scit Kai 1940, 


Soit wenn sind Sie in der NSDAP? 


Scit 1. Januar 1940, 


Orcanisntic 


genäss Pararr 


Alfr G d 


ler % 
‚nen 
GE ichtsh 
ph 4 


mr 


ehrheit sagen, nichts verschwei 


den Eid 


des Zeuren Hönren 


Vorlisslichk 
Ergehenheit 
scprüft, 


£ 


>UL 


MDTr 


GER 


Hon: 


soll 


rICIEB 


zu unterstützen, 


den 


ZU. 


Mensch ka 


0 


CNSUSS2A. Gi 
vor 


der 


ernannten 


10,00 Uhr vornittoss, 
P, TUBRIDY 


en. 


echten Arn und: 


Allnächtisen und Allwisscnien, das 


‚cwiescn werden, 


LG vo? 
an 
nich 


über Be= 
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F: Scit wann sind Sie in der SS? 
Scit Ende 1941, 
Bei welcher Dienststelle sind Sie in SD tätig gewesen? 
Bein SD-Abschnitt Aachen, SD-Leitabschnitt Haxburr, SI=Le ite 
abschnitt Berlin und Aut III, 
F; In welchen Stellun-en sind Sie hei diesen Dianststcllen tätig 
gewesen? 
4: Ich war Referent bezw. Abteilungsleiter, 
F: Was hab ie bearbeitet? 
A: Bei den “bsohnitten das Sachgfehict Recht und Verwaltung, in 
Aut III das Teilgebiet Allseueines Volksleben, in III A und III a 4, 
später hiess es III Á 1, 


4 7 ena 


Haben Sie such Poerscnal-Auskünfte bea 
cle 
F: Für welchen Zeitraun haben Sie einen Überblick über das Per- 
sonalauskunftswesen des SD? 
As Durch Bearbeitung älterer Akten und durch die Inforintionen, 
Qie ich von Vor;.osctzten und Mitarheitern bekan ab 1935/36, 
Was sind Sic von Beruf? 


echtsanwalt, 


Wer hat Beante befördert? 


Die Fachninisterien und die nittlcren Dehörden der staatlichen 
Verwaltung und der Konmnunal-Verwealtune, 

F: Wer hatte bei der Ernennung und Beförderung von Beanten nite 
zuwirken? 

Nach dem deutschen Boontenrecht dic NSDAP, 

W.lche Stellen zog dic Partei hierzu heran? 

Das waren eine ganze Reihe von Dienststellen, beispielsweise 
die Orts= Polizeibchörden des S+rafrozisters bei den Lenärcrichten, 
das Aut für Beante, die Deutsche Arbeitsfront, die Gliederungen der 
artei, lie Berufsorsanisationen, den Juristen=, Arzte= und Dozen- 
ten-Bund, je nach der beruflichen Stellunz dcs treffenden Beanten, 

F: Wozu dienten alle dicse Auskünfte? 
å: Sic dienten der NSDAP als Unterlage für die so-enannte politi 


sche Beurteilung der Beamten, 
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F: Bestand ein Unterschied zwischen den politischen Dourteilunga 
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durch die Hoheitsträser und höherer Parteiboanter einerscits und 


Gen SD-Auskünften anderorscits? 

å: Die politische Zeurteilunr dor Hohoitstmrš-omr war nach gol- 
tonden Recht ein Hoheitsakt, cin Verturteil konstutiver Bedeutung, 
Die politische Auskunft all der verschiedenen zndoren Stellen dic 
ich ¢enennt habe, war dasesen eine Mitteilung von Tatsachen, cin 
Werturtcil von konstutivor Dedeutunr,. 

F: Was verstehen Sie unter """heitsakt?' 

A: "Hohcitsakt" ist ein alter Asutschsr srweltunrs=Rechtsbe- 
griff, also nicht erst ei Becriff des nati sozialistischen 
Rechts, 

Hoh.itsakte sind gun Sciapicl Zivil= und Strefurtcile, Konzes- 
sionen, Baugenehnisun’en, 

iaren die Auskünfte des 

weren keine Hoheitsakte 

War Aicser Unterschicd gesetzlich gerecelt? 

Je, cs gab eine Anordnung der ParteieKanglei dic das fost- 
legte, was der Unterschied zwischen politischor Seurteilung und 
politischer Auskunft war und legte spezicll fest, dass dio poli 
tische Beurteilung der Hohcits strdvcer Hoheitsakt war, 

F: Hatten die DeAuskünfte für lie Ernennung 
rung eines Beantcn ausschlagsehende Bedeutung? 

Ar Nein, sie waren weder econditio sine qua non nöchte ich als 
Jurist sacen, noch waren die Hoheitsträser an die Auskünfte des SD 
gebunden, 

Welchen Zweck verfolgte der SD mit den Personalouskiinf ten? 

Hier muss man wohl einen zeitlichen Unterschied urchen, So= 
lange das Ant III nicht bestand, erfolgten die SD-Auskii auf 
Grund eines Auftraces der NSDAP, und zwor ging dieser Auftrase dae 
hin, dass de J aus dem vorhandenen Material uber 
Wesentlich das cus der Perspektive der alten Gesner=-Hochachtung 
herkan, ous dieser terial Juskünfte gab Die Bearbeitung erfolrte 


damals bein alten Ant I in einer Stelle, dic Cie Bezeichnung trug 


1944 
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"I 111", Bei der Gründung des Amtes III gingen nun diese alten Ak- 
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ten und dieses alte Material im wesentlichen an die Gestapo über 
und im Ant III erfolgte die Erteilung von Auskünften nach cen gros- 
sen Richtlinien, die der nachrichtendienstlichen Arbeit zegeben 
wurden, die wir lebensnmittelmässige Bearbeitung nennen, 
Zweck der SD-Auskünfte war nur, 
ten und darzustellen, wie er in seinen lebe 
sollte ein Gesamtbild der Persönlichkei 
auf, der berufliche 
täten, Ausbildung, die Familienverhältniss die Vermögensverhäl 
nisse, lie geselischaftliche S+ellung, die politisch erganzen= 
heit und die jetzig itische Ei ng und die fachliche Qua- 
dem Lee 
ben eines Beamten wurden nun zusamnensefasst 
schen, der von den beruflichen Dingen 
hatte, sondern eben von einem Fachmann, 
es ein Jurist, bei einen W chaftler war es 
fersierter SDwMitarbeite L ei: Pers: sus dem kulturellen 
Leben war es auch wieder ein Fachma d dem kulturellen Leben, 
der diese Auskünfte zusauüenstellte, Zusamuienfassend kann man also 


sagen, dass der einzelne Beamte nicht isoliert betrachvet wurde vo 


einem Gesichtswinkel aus, etwa dem politischen, sondern Je Gesamt, 


persönlichkeit, in seiner Lebensstellung, und zuch nicht unter den 
Gesichtspunkt irgend einer einzelnen Gruppe, einer Clique, wie wir 
das nennen, Es wurde also auch nicht eine einzelne Handlung, oder 
eine einzelne Epoche seines Levens als massgehlich angesehen, 
dern alle Umstände wurden zusammengenomxien und gewürdigt, Man kan: 
sagen, wir versuchtsön wiederzugeben, wi 
zesehen wurde, 
Anklage behauptet, der SD habe 
en Zweck verfolgt, solche Personen in 
sn die bereit waren, als Verschwör 
gegen den Frieden, gesen die Menschlichkeit oder 


zu unterstützen, Nehmen Sie dazu Stellung, 





Im 


A: Ich kann zur Frage der Verschwörung ja nur meine subjektive 
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Auffassung wiedergeben, 

F: Ich unterbreche Sie.$Zs kommt auf Ihre subjektive Meinung 
nicht an, sondern geben Sie die Meinung der SI-Angehörigen wieder, 

A: Dazu kann ich sage 

LT,HARRIS (unterbrechend): 

Ich srhebe Einwand; der Zouge kann wohl sagen, was sein: 
sönliche subjektive Meinung war, er kann aber nicht in der 
sein, Auskunft zu geben über die Meinung cnderer, 

DR.GAULIK: Er soll Auskunft geben ther Cas, welche Zwecke die 
Führung des SD verfolgt hat, also thor Zoe Rzichssicherheitshaupt- 

amt in dem er tätig war, 

A: Ich kann hierzu sesen, dess nir und meinen 
auch den Vorgesetzte 

T,DUBRIDY (unter 
wenn ein Einwond 
antworten soll, bis darüber entschieden 

DR.GAVLIK: Also, dann warten wir nit 
Einwand entschieden tat, 

CAPT,TUBRIDY: Dr. Gawlik, ich gla 
Harris vollkom.en klaruund recht is lenn ler Zeuge kann nich 
Auskunft geben tiber die 

von dem abweichen, was 
he Kenntnis ist, 

DR.GAVLIK: Er soll ja auch "opt über die 
glieder Auskunft geben, sondern er hat, da er auch Personalzus- 
künfte iu Reichssicherheitshauytaut bearbeitete, 
massgebende Mann war, kann er auch 

einen Auskünften verfolgte, 
CAPT.TUBRIDY: Ich glaube, es ist ein Ausdrucksunter 
Dr.Gawlik, der Einwand ist dadurch begtündet worden, da 


Zeuge über seine eigene Me inung gefragt wird und 


die Meinung anderer Auskunft geben soll, Was wir hier wollen sind 


Tatsachen, un über die Sache aufzuklären und ich glaube, dass, 





m 
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wenn wir die Meinung von anderen leuten hier aus den Spiele lassen 
könnten und uns an Tatsachen halten, dann wären die Aussagen viel 
wichtiger und viel erheblicher, 

Fahren Sie weiter mit Ihren Fregen. 

DR, GA LTE: Ist der Einwand nun zurückgenomne 

CAPT ¢TUBRIDY: J2, der Einwand ist abgelehnt 

DR.GAWLIK 


R: Geben Sie uns vor allen auch Tatsachen wied aus denen sic 


einer V»rschwörung war mi i s bekannt u 

ich habe euch von meinen Mitarbdsii 
nie etwas erfahren, was auf die 
hindeutete und speziell im Auskunftswesen gab es keine Erlasse 
Richtlinien, weder von zussen her, von der Partei her, noch inte 

SD, welche auf eine derartige Verschwörung hindeutsten, 
der SD eine Anfrage bekam über einen 
gemein, dass wir mitteilen sollten, 
wer, Wir wurden nicht gefragt, ob der Reste bestiuate Bisenschaf- 
ten habe, von denen ich sagen möchte, dass sie sin Mensch haben mu 
dass er bei einer Verschwörung mitwirkt oder sie unterstützen soll. 
Ich möchte als «s he Eigenschaften bezeichnen 
zu unbedingtem Gehorsan, oder Skrupellosigkeit, oder Brutalität, 
oder die Bereitscheft ein Werkzeug zu jeder Art von Handlungen zu 
sein, 

CAPT,TUBRIDY: Dr, Gawlik, wir haven 
fahren was der Zeuge meint mit den nötige 
einer Person, um an einer Verschwörung teilzunehnen 

DR.GAWLIK: Herr Zeuge, geben Sie nur allremeine Tatsa 

A: Eine weitere Tatsache ist, dass eine Führungsgrup)e in dem 
Staat oder in de ar’ lie als Verschwörung anzusehen war, nic! 
bekannt war, Das gegenseitige Verhältnis in der Führungsgruppe, ic 
meine die Minister, die obersten Führer der Partei und dor liede» 
rungen waren keine homogene Einheit, Es bestenden star! Jeinungs- 
verschiedenheiten untereinander und sie befehdeten sich such teile 


weise, 
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pe war dem SD nicht bekannt, ein Ziel, das einer Verschwörung gleic} 
gekomnen wäre, 

DR.GAVLIK: Die Anklage behauptet, dass der Masstab für @ic Bee 
urteilung die völlige Ergebenheit an die nntionalsozialistische 
Veltanschauung und Hitlers Rihrertunm gewesen sci, 

Die Frage bezicht sich auf Seite 16 der deutschen Übersetzung 
des Trial-Briefes, Nehmen Sie dazu Stellung. Is 
dies der Masstab war, oder war ein anderer M: 

A: Zunächst gab der SD, wie ich schon sagte, keine Beurteilung, 
sondern eine Informetion über Tatsachen, Venn cs nun Tatsache war, 
dass ein Beamter sich offen sercn den Start oder die Partei erklärt 
hatte, so wurde diese Tatsache ia der Auskunft mitgeteilt. Der Mass- 
stab der Bourteilung oder Auskunft war nicht einseitig über scine 
Stellung, die Stellung des Beanten zum Staat una zur Partei, son- 
dern eben seine gosante Stellung im öffentlichen Leben, wozu auch 
dic politische Haltung gehört, 

DR.GAWLIK: Dr, Höttl hat in einer eidesstettlichen Erklärung = 
Dokument 2614 - angegeben, dass das Amt III ine sr Linie bee 
strebt war, dass in allen führenden Positionen des Reiches nur 
hundertprozentige Nazis sassen und alle anderen wurden heftig be- 
kämpft. 


Nehmen Sie zu der Aussage dos Dr. Höttı Stellung, 


A, Dr. Höttl hat im Amt III nie gcarbeitet und ich glaube nicht, 


dass er von der Arbeit des Inlands-Nachrichtendienstes sehr viel 
verstand, sonst hätte er das nicht sagen können, Wenn das richtig 
wäre, was Dr. Hottl sagte, dann "ätte der SD Politik, Personazl-Po- 
litik betrieben, das ist aber nach unserer Ansicht nicht Aufgabe 
eines Nachrichtendicnstes, Politik zu machen, 

Das Ziel, das der Inlendsnachrichtendienst, das Ant III verfolgt 
hat, war nicht, huniertprozentige Nazis in alle massgeblichen Stele 
lungen zu sctzen, sondern die best qualifizierten und charsktere 
lich besten und zuverlässigsten idnner, Das Ant III hat auch nicht 


die anderen bekämpft, denn das wäre Ja eine exekutive Arheit D OC es 


1948 
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pe war dem SD nicht bekannt, ein Ziel, das einer Verschwörung gleic? 
gekomuen wäre, 

DR.GAVLIK: Die Anklage beheuptet, dass der Masstab für dic Bee 
urteilung die völlige Ergebenheit an die mationalsozia nlistische 
Veltanschruung und Hitlers Führertum gewesen sci, 

Die Frage bezieht sich auf Seite 16 der deutschen 
des Trial-Briefes. Nehmen Sie dazu Stellung, Ist das 
dies der Masstab war, oder war ein andersr Messtab da? 

A: Zunächst gab der SD, wie ich scho: Sagte, keine Beurteilung, 
sondern eine Informetion über 7 sachen» % E nun Tatsache war, 
dass ein Beamter sich offen fercn den Start oder die Partei erklärt 
hatte, so wurde diese Tatsache in der Auskunft mitgeteilt. Der Moss. 
stab der Bourteilung oder Auskunft war nicht einseitig über scine 
Stellung, die Stellung des Beanten zum Staat una zur Partei, son=- 
dern eben seine gesamte Stellung im öffentlichen Leben, wozu guch 
dic politische Haltung gehört. 

DReGAWLIK: Dr. Höttl hat in einer eidesstottlichen Erklärung 
Dokument 2614 - angegeben, dass das Ant III in erster-Linie bes 
strebt war, dass in allen führenden Positionen des Reiches nur 
hundertprozentige Nazis sassen und alle anderen wurden heftig be- 
känpft, 

Nehnen Sie zu der Aus sage 

Ae Dr. Höttl hat im Amt III nic gcarbeitet und ich glaube nicht, 
dass er von der Arbeit des Inlaris-N- ‚chrichtendienstes sehr viel 
verstand, sonst hätte er das nicht sagen Können, Wenn das ri ichtig 
wäre, was Dr. Höttı sagte, dann hätte der SD Politik, Personzl-Po- 
litik betrieben, das ist aber nach unserer Ansicht nicht Aufgabe 
eines Nachrichtendicnstes S, Politik zu machen, 


Das Ziel, das der Inl ‚ndsnachrichtendienst, das Amt III verfolgt 


hat, war nicht, hundertprozentige Nazis in alle massgeblichen Stele 


lungen zu sctzen, sondern die best qualifizierten und charskter- 
lich besten und zuverlä sigsten ılänner, Das Ant III hat uch nicht 


die anderen bekämpft, denn das wär Ja eine exekutive Arbeit gewe- 
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ITT 


sen, eine polizeiliche oder richterliche Aufgabe, die dcr SD weder 


hatte noch anstrcbte,. 
DR,GAWLIK: Ferner hat Héttl gesagt: 


hätte der SD in der Beurteilung der Beamten 


ie dazu Stellung. 


Der Ausdruck "Staatsbetrich" 


lich, denn cin Stantsbetrieb ist eine 


werk, also ein Werk das den Staat gehört; 


Höttl Behörden meinte, ewe 


dass das Amt III einen ständigen Einfluss 


der Ministerien weder anstrebte noch bes 


das Amt III und elle 


lich ein Inte qoran hatten, die 


Nachrictendienstes cuch bei den Stellen 


Interesse fonden und verwertet wurden, 


nrtürlich cuch die 


- 


des 


rende Persönlichk-iten 


Verwaltung, der Kultur und 


A A CH 


iss adic ©: chbesrbeiter 


angestrebt, da 


ar be 


itsverhiltnis mit de 


ne né 


biiros der Ministerien yannen und wenn 


errcicht werden konntc, dann war 


Jer Sachbearbeiter des Amtes III un 


Ministeriums zusammen überlegten, welcher 


stimmten Lehrstuhl an der Universität 


qa 
DD 


war aber nicht so, das Amt III nun 


schläge machen konnte, wie folgende 


und nun ständig seine Vorschläge darübc 


erden mussten, 


in manchen 


Staatsbetrieben 


nassgeblichen Einfluss 


hb nicht verständ- 


ein Ministerivin 


a a e ER, ; o 
ArDEeILTS-LIZC 3211188 


ces Zusam- 


inen bee 


Es 


Besmie: 


chen konntc 
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Kommission I 

Fs Soweit clso cin Einfluss bestand, in welcher Richtung 
mechte der SD seinen Einfluss geltend? 

‚s D»zu möchte ich EC oss di jekiiven und umiassen- 


nichteinscitisnB.richte des SD für sich selbs' 


uf allen Gebieten und such auf diesem Pcrsonrläebiei, 


E d ar 
~ an 


cor SD scinen Einfluss in der Richtung sc 
cine Verschwörung zu unterstützen ocer Verbrechen 
Fricien, Verbrechen gegen die lüenschlichkeit zu ermöglichen ode 
zu begünstigen? Sie können die Fra iit de ode 1 beant- 
worten. 
43 Jysoulut nein. 
B,ruter 
rütenbeförderung 
Nein. 
Gab cer SD such über Ce Eignung von Persone 
elso innerhalb 
enseschlossenen -Verbänüc, ALS, f 
in sogenannten pertzsiintornen !Ingöloge: 
die L,iti-tive Boruanns, 
sich nicht hincinmisck 
e Deswegen wurde der ED. niemals um cine. Juskunft ersucht, 
wer etre ein Ortsgruppenleiter,.oder cin £reisleitcer 
= ein-G-uleiter eingesetzt wercen sollte, 
-Lbsichten nicht.einnet Informiert und.crfuhr enee 
F: Hette der SD irgend-eincn Zinflussmuflic Juswehl von 
"Inrziführern?. Dies-bezieht-sich- uf, Sits 16 os "Tricl"-sricf 
der: deutschen Users etzung? 


ao Let bitte dr e-wieson müsse: Lidia Berrbcitung 


Cer Prrteicngelegenheiten zu-mzinen. Ros gekörtc, Der SD ha! 


D : 
: + 7A i Cla 


"be Su keiner Seit-Einfluss-uf Gin Zuswrht Car Bihrer von Prr- 


"Fei deren.Glicderungen, Dë ren Vrbänien, 


DR, GLWLIK:. Ich.hobe keine weiterer Frrgon mhr. 
T TGLPL,-.IUERIDY:. Wollen wir jetzt—cine kurze-Peruso wachen? 
(Die Kommission unterbricht maf’ 10 Limrten). 

L950 
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so zu verstehen: Inwiefern 
leiter l Kreisleiter ihren intisemitismus batrichen hob 
F: 
DR. BERGES: Dorf ich Tinwene 
nicht zu diesem Thence 
der Lrse 


a 


wirkliche gene richte ingeben zu m: 


ı Cer V.rschwörung teil enommen 
en scine Person gerichtet , 
ne “„nsächten cufgukliren. Sie sollen 
über den 


TR 


ne 


TT KK 


AEUGEs De ich bitten, 


CA 


ESTIN LLOB 


zu geben, 
nicht sercchtfertigt 
"a ich möcht 
Pertei on antiscmitische 
nec nannten und dos 
dic durch den 
cer Stürmer, der ja dicso Id 


Sie gcschen 


noationclsoziclisti E ci cs probicrt hot, dic Juden cus 


Deutschiond ruszuvceis:n. Bas zu B.ispicl hrben & Irtsgruppen- 


dic Block- und dic Zollenlceitcr getrn, ui diese cer ärzi- 
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pzrtei durchzuführen? 

42 Dos kenn ich nicht srgen. Ich hebe els R,chtscanwelt cine 
Crossere Z-hl von Juden betreut, welche dic “pSicht hatten 
“uszuwendern und cuch cusgewenéectt sind. lch hette Verhndlun- 
gen zu führen mit Startsbehörcen wegen cer F,cigcbe bestimmter 
V.rmögen, speziell mit don Zollbehörcen, wit den Finrnzäutcern. 
Ich hotte in licser Eigenschaft cls R.chtsenwrlt nichts mit 
P-rtcistollen zu tun schrbt, sodass ich -lso cuch nicht šr gen 
konn, dass die Prricistclic bei der Tuigricrung der Juéon rus 
Deutschl-nd nicht d-mit betciligt were cbgceschen ..... 

"š Gut, Ihre Klienten heben Innon doch Cst, was gemacht 
worden ist? 

g: Jr, 


= 2 
F? Und wes hoben 


“ch hatte Kliont ic in Deutschlond Geschäfte hatten. 
konnten Sic nicht mehr weitcrführenö Sie hrtton 
bekommen, Cieses Goschäft weiter cuszguubcn und 
ihre Vermögensintcressen in D.utschlond liquilicren, 
end cine neue Existenz cufzubcuen. 


War hot sie aus diesen Geschäften sctrichb n, wor das die 


4: Je, dcs kann men nicht scgen. Das waren «nordnungen die 
durch den Start festgelegt worden woren. Also die Nürnberger 
Gesetze weren je Stantsgesctze und drraus ergab 
scequenz. 

F? "olche Gruppe het diese Bofchle oder dicse 
geführt? 

Ls T lehe Behörde meinen Sie? 

Es do, 

dë Ja, dr waren eine Reihe von Bohörden beteiligt. Das Finanz- 


spielte eine schr grosse Rolle dobei, die £ollbehörde, weil 


Ger Hrusrot und drs persönliche Eigentun, das mitgenommen wurde, 


musste verzollt werden, Dann musste dic Urtspolizeibchéree, das 


] Don 


war also wohl wicĉer die Xrisiin-lpolizei, dic Pässe scben. DS 


waren zlso eine grosse ¿mznhl Behörden, Cic bei čer „bwicklung 
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Lee — | i. 


aso 
Fs s für anere Gründe heben Sie dois 
weruun Sic 


nicht in dic Portci eingetreten 
antiscuitisms? 


L: Ich hebe wie ich vorhin schon 


ich ein unpolitischcr wonsch 


sei und mich 
tigt hrbe vor 1933 und euch keine Neigung 


tisch zu betätigen. 


Fe hat er Ihnen gesezt, 


£ w rum 


werden sollen: 


~ A ae d neng D WCS T — R we ka ask, ean Ti" 
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V Og, 


te mir ferner, ich soll wich in 
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et, 
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s nicht in Cioser Hinsicht 
ich hielt os fü 


wankmsaad- J T < ans 
Zur 2wecknéssig der MSV be 


eine cusgesprochene spziale 
mit Yoltcnschruung und Politik nichts zu 
waren nicht mit cer netionrlsozir]lji 
enschruung einverstanden? 


“ein, nicht 100 Fig, nur zu 
Bs Zu 


V. 


A 


non se. 


te 
ccrtiber hincus cls Jurist oc cnüber cor “urchsetzung ces soge- 
nannten “ührerprinzips bis im dic kleinstoEinheit Cos 6fftont- 
ichen Ibbons. Ich wor Jurist liberricor ein 


westellt 


oder Sic nun 
Ceiikr tischör, 


cnacren "orten w segon cine Diktrtur, 
EEE ER 
stand? 
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So kenn tien in 


go 


eine 
dess der Herr 
cer SD Va ortreucn 


estellt in d 
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Ssericht dcdurech 
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diese 1 fora 
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F: Denn hat der Hauptteil solcher Auskünfte Berichte 
stellt,über Lebenslauf, berufliche Werlegänge usw, ? 
it Ja, das war die Recel, 
Und an Ende des Berichtes war da sei eine Art Zusnnnenfassung 
A: Das machten die einzelnen Dienststellen, von denen solche Mel 
dungen kanen, verschiecen. Einige nachten nur eine Aneinančcerreihur 


von Tatszchen und andere brachten einen Schlussatz. 


uch 


F: HabenSie die endgiilticen Berichte Gesehen, die von int III 
ausgegangen sind an Ciese staatlichen Behörden, die diese Auskünfte 
interessiert haben? 

Az: Ich sagte vorher in der intwort, die der Herr inklärer bean- 
standete, dass ich in Ant zeine Beanten beurteilt und keine Aug, 
künfte gemacht habe, sondern in An habe ich Personalberichte 
über Leute der Fartei gen 


F: Also, was Ihnen wirklich vertraut war, ist Ihre Erfahrung in 


den Abschnitten und Leitabschnitten, wo Sie Ihre Berichte absaben, 
Es fing an in Ant III bei den verschiedenen Angestellten und Bean- 
ten? Also Ihre Erfahrung, die Berichte betreffend ist begründet auf 
ĉie Zeit, die Sie in ` ı des SD verbrachten und als & 


die Berichte aus Gicsen Äntern nach Ar III weiterleiteten? 


As Ri ig; ha in Ant III aber gewuss schon während ich 


bei den Abschnitten war, wie dort diese Beri ce behandelt werden. 


F: Aber Sie eben doch gesagt, dass Sie nie einen fertigen Bericht 


gesehen haben, der vom Amt ITI an die Behörden gegangen ist, von 


welchen diese Berichte verlangt vrden sind? 

A: Es mag sein, dass ich bei Kollegen solche Berichte gesehen 
habe. Ich kann durchaus sagen,wie ein solcher Bericht aussah, den 

F: Sie haben doch eben gesagt, dass Sie die ferticen Berichte 
nicht gesehen haben, jetzt sagen Sie wieder, Bie haben solche gesehe 
Sie müssen doch wissen, ob Sie welche gesehen haben oder nicht, 

As: Die fertigen Berichte würde bedeuten, dass ich eine grosse 


Anzahl oder alle diese Berichs gesehen habe, Ich kann sagen, das 
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Amt III hat gute Berichteweitergezeben und derartige Berichte 
kenne ich in grösserer Anzahl, 
F; Am Ende dieser Berichte war eine Befürwortung der betreffen- 
den Person oder eine Zusammenfassung der Tatsachen, nicht wahr? 
A: Ich sagte schon, es wurde unterschiedlich gehanüelt. In vie 


len Berichten war eine derartige Schlussfolgerung. 


F: Was waren Ihre Befehle auf den Arbeitsgebiet, für welche pc 


litischen Punkte sollten Sie sich interessieren? 

A: Wenn ich richtig verstanden habe, bin ich gefragt worden, 
welche speziellen Sachgebiete ich in Ant III zu bearbeiten hatte 
As Sie haben gesagt, die Berichte hatten politischen Hintersru 
eines Mannes, seine politische Ideolorie? 

As Ja. 

F: Und ich glaube, diese Vertrauensleute berichteten, dass sie 


erfahren haben, dass die und die Person eine Ausserung cemacht 


hat geg ĉen Antisenitismus, 


£ 


H 


As Als Tatsache, ja. 
F: Und ĉas war Cie Arbeit er Vertrauensleute, Erfahrungen 

über sölche unbekannte Leute sanneln, ca es sonet nicht mözlict 

war auf irgend einen anderen Weg solche Berichte zu bekornien? 

A: Ich sagte schon, dass es nicht ausschlazreben und cinseiti 
auf die politische Einstellung ankan, das war nur ein Punkt unter 
vielen. 

F: Ich verstehe cas, aber Sie beantworten meine Frage nicht. 
Das ist eine ganz einfache Frage, ĉie Sie mit ja oder nein beant- 
worten können, 

A: Wenn jemand sich gegen den Staat 
es ein anderer hören konnte und ein Vertrauensnan 
konnte, so gab er das selbstveständlich 

F: Sie haben doch die Akten in den Abschni- 
habt, nicht wahr? 

As Die musste ich jederzeit zur Verfiicun 

F: Ich möchte wissen, ob Sie irgendwelche Akten von Personen 


habt haben, von denen Sie erwarteten, dass über sie Auskünfte ver 


langt werden. 
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wenn irzendwiecMaterial kan, 
carüber erklären? 


e mich für diejeniren Punkte, 


g verstanden habe, will dcr Herr inkläge 


derartigen Auskunft erfahren. 


4 
LGE 


twas anderes. Wenn also von Vert: 


u... 
Bij 


"ae 


Berichte in Ihr ir dann wurden Akten 


d nicht wahr? 


dass sräter 


l, 


Gy anenee loi muss ein Beispiel ceben, 


cht v ion machen. Ich spreche nicht 


chun Nachforschungen, sondern in Cane 


pisches Beispiel geben. 


‚rauen 


smannes 


ur Aw 


Ki 


rafsachen. Es w fests 


+ 


Hie de 


er Rechtsspr 


war. Es lann in 


nverstonden 


teilt nach Ansicht Bevolkerun 


ur 


A « ae i nl tanna í e w 1 H nr = ` d 
de ann interessierte sich? den Rich- 


x 


ein Auszug anrefer— 


unte D 


Müller 


Beispiel. Der Richter oder ein Richter 


ES 


ert werden. Die Partei frug was 


bein SD an, 


> 
U 


idt beim SD bekannt war, Dann wurde 


r Schmidt vielleicht schon eine Akte 


e hai die Rerel 


Dei 


was ich wissen will, 


I 


hre Aufgabe war in Amt III nach 1943, als Si 


von Parte treut waren? 


imitliedern be 
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A: Das Referat, in welchen ich arbeitete unc leitetc, hicss 


"allgemeines Volksleben", Es war meine Aufgabe, die Entwi cklune 


der allgemeinen Stimmung der Bevölkerung in ganzen Reichsgebiet 


laufend festzustellen, anhanl der Berichte, dic sus den verschie- 


denen Abschnitten kamen, un darüber wieder zuscmnenfassend Bericht: 
zu machen. Es gab nun viele Dinge, > die Stimmung Ass Volkes odes 
einzelne Teile davon negativ beeinflussten, 

F: Ich glaube, Sic haben mich vorhin falsch verstanden. Sie hab: 
vorhin gesact, < ; Si n Ant III mit cer Partei zu tun hatta, 

Ag Ich konne gleich darauf. Unglücklich wurde die Stimmung der 
Bevölkerung unter Unständenbeeinflusst, wenn Porsone 
lichen Lebens, insbcsondere Parteiführer sich nach Ansicht der Be- 


völkerun; schlecht benahnen. Es wurde in cer Bevölkeruns, je nehr 


der Krieg kritisch wurde, das Verhalten cer führende (oner sehr 
remu beobachtet. Und es wurde in der Bevölkerung über manche Part: 
führer schr kritisch gesprochen. Diese Äuscrun; cer Bevölkerung 


wurden jetzt von cen Vertrauensleuten des SD mfgefaengen. Zswar nu 


=D 


E 


neine Aufgabe, iese kritischen Äusserun-en über Cie, esamte Führun 
oder über einzelne ul, rt zusam 
cann:weiterrezgceben 

mz Wohin gingen diese 

A: Wir (Ant III) versuchten Giese Berichte bei solchen Stellen 
oder Führern anzubringen, die in cer Lage 
zustellen. Das war in der Hauptsache Borman alsOberster Chef 
Partei = ich meine nicht Oberster Chef, das war ja Adolf Hitler, 
ich meine als Lei Jer Parteikanzlei. 

Fs Und di > Be } wurden dann auch unte lenNanen in Ihren 
Akten Ihres Büros zurückzehalt nicht wahr. Wurden diese Bericht 


immer über einzelne Personen ausgestellt oder 
von Personen? 

As Im allgemeinen waren es Berichte über einen Kreisleite 
Gauleiter oder Minister oder Reichsleiter. 


ps Und die waren als einzelne Person in den Akten Ihres Büros 


festrehelten, jeder hatte cinenikte? 


ek IT 
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as ist etwas, was ich auf eigene Verantwortung ancelcrst habe, 


Diese akten befanden siéh bei mir im Panzerschrank. Das waren keine 
offiziellen SD-akten, des durften wir ja nicht haben. 

F: Die Berichte, (ie von den Vertrauensleuten dmwhäc Abschnitte 

sinc, wurden meistensitiber einzelne Personen cenacht, nich’ 
wehr? 

às Wie ichschon sagte, überdas schlechte Verhalten einzelne 
teiführer. 

F: Die Antwort ist ja, nicht wahr? 

à: Ich bitte zuf jeden Fall, ie Frove zu wiederholen, 

F: Die Berichte, di on cen Vertraucnsleuten lurch die Abschnit- 
te gekonnen sind, wurden neistens iber cinzelne Personen genscht, 
nicht wahr? 

Ai Das Objekt dieser Berichte war eine führende Person 

LT.HARRIS: Ich habe keine weiteren Fraren nehre 

DR. BERGES: Ich habe cine Frare. 
DURCH DR. BERGES: 

F: Herr Zeuge, Sie haben in Ihren Bekundun-en vorhin 
schiec zwischen Beurteilungen stantlicher 
se nannten, und politischer Juskiinften h 

anvenfassend den Bercriff des staatlichen 
der, wenn ich sage, dass es sich un eine Beurteilung 
gegenüber jedermann Gültirkeit hatte? 

Ai da, die in Ceutschen Rechtsberriffen bindende Wirkung gerenübc 
jedermann hat, 


d A 


F: Und der Unterschied bei der politischen Auskunft ist, 


ú 


dass 4uskunftgebende nur Tatsacl berichtet, nicht wahr? 

As Und wenn, wie der Herr Anklärer s agt d wie 
bestätigte, war es möglich, dass am Schluss ei esume das ist 
Zusammenfassung der ganzen 'Sache war, d atte das keine bindcende 
Wirkung. 

Meine Frage geht dahin, ist Ihnen bekannt, wer von den politie- 
schen Leitern eine derartice bindende Beurteilung abgcben durfte? 


1965 
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Meines Wissens, nur vom Kreisleiter an aufwärts. 
Danke schön. 
DR. GAWLIK: 
Zu welchen Zweck wurden die ischen Äusserunren über füh 
Personen der Partei und de antes zusammengestellt ? Verfo 
te der SD den Zweck gecen diejenigen vorzugehen, dic dicse Ausse- 
rungen getan hatten oder war cas cin ande 
i: Es wer nach unserer Ansicht ein 
Faktun, wi Qi rtrauen des Volkes zu đ führenden Männern w 
und ein solches Faktun musste der Führung von einen 
nst bekanntgegeben werden. Wir hatten, wie in cllen Dingen, ke 
nen Einfluss, ob ein Krei iter oder Gaulecitcr daraufhin abzelös 
wurde 
Ps Sie ien meine Fre 
geren ciejenicen Personen 


führende Personen setan haben? 


As Nein, Giese Personen wurden far nicht genannt? 
le 


F: Ich wiederho meine 
Yar es cer Zweck 
Äusserungen über führende Persönlichkciten 
As Die Vertrauensmänner brauchten lie Nanci 
zu nennen, das wurde von ihnen nicht verlangt 


Ké 


F; Wie wurden dann diese Aussemunren in 


der Kreisleiter das und das 

F: Wie war die Situation ĉes SD zu der Zeit, als Sie zum Reich 
sicherheitshauptant kanen? 

As Der SD hat damals, aber auch schon vorher 
renzen gehabt, sowohl mit der Parteikanzlei, 
der den SD ablehnte, aber sorar a nit Hinn 
dungen des SD nicht viel gat as war seht 
immer vorgeworfen, wir seien Pessinisten, 
es nannte und wir würden gegen die Partci 


) 
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DR.GAWLIK: Danke schön. Ich h ‚be keine weiteren Fragen mehr, 
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CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Ich denke wir werden uns jetzt bis un 2 Uhr 
vertaren, 
(Wornufhin sich Cle Kommission bis un 1400 Uhr des gleichen 


Tages vertagt.) 


Unterschrieben: Grete Maier _— 
Gerichtssten ocraph 


There se Brander _ 
Ge + 


Q 
“Lohtest tenosraph 


el eviy Ba uer 
Geri cnt sstenoe “raph 


Josef F.Tubriiy 
Beauftragter. 





June 26-il=-Con-Page 1 


ge Ti 
OF RGA AN LS 
A PPOT: 242 


PURES IX UAN ï 
TRIBUNA 


COMMISSIONS: 


Captain Joseph Tubridy, 


( THE 


GO LES 


=e gee + EL Eet 
AL ALA äise uf 


DR. 


follows; 


the witness stend, 


I swear bv i lmishty 


pure truth cnd withold 


Through the testimony of 


prove that the statement of the 


(a) 


the civil servants 


That the SD checked the 


in connection 


the Nationa 1 Socialitic ideas 


(b) 


an 
= 


D 


aders as stai ° 


ted under page lc 
translation. 


We will ttempt to prove 


cerning civil given, 


ree.sons : 


(a) 


lo add a conspiracy. 


L DATED 13 “LAr 


the witness, 


wi tk 
and Eitiers' 
that the SD in no way influenced 


£ the 


Mi 


III 


88-0059 


Meehan 


TOR TE 

D CO TiL: 
NATIONLL “LOL TARY 
OF iE 0. DEN OF 
1946 


DE 
LO 
TRIBUN AL 
THE 


TESTIMONY 
ZAPOL 


aà 


4 


= 
TT 


1000 TOURS.) 


T. en aan cl 
Lana 


and repeat after m 


and Omniscient, that I will speak 


Foengen, I want to 


prosecution: 


trustworthiness end reliability of 


their complete cgreement to 


leaders correct 


the selection of 


trial ‘brief in the Gernen 


that insofar 1atlon cone 


on 


it was not given for tke followin 





T=-Com-Page 2 Meehan 
To bring about crimes against the peace, war crimes or crimes against 
humanity, that this information was not to aid these crimes or to bring them 
about. 
Q I am just going to ask a few questions in order to prove that the 
witness has the necessary information to make such statements. 
How long have you been a member of the SD? 
A Since ay of 1910, 
G How long have you been a member of the NSDAF? 
Since January 1, 1910, 
Since when were you an SS? 
Since the end of 1911, 
“hat offices were vou active in in the SD? 
I was in the 50 sector at Aachen; 5D main sector at Hamburg the SD main 
in Berlin and in Amt. 3. 
In what capacity were you active in these offices? 
I was chief of the sectors, 
Q «hat did you work on - what was your duties? 
A In the various sectors of the SD I worked in the section of law and 
administration in Antelll-a and I worked in general public life, which was first 


3alı and later Amt. 3al. 


You also worked on personnel changes? 


Q Fron what time on do you have the information concerning the personnel 


e 


information plans o 


A Through looking through old files and talking to my superiors and co- 


workers, I can give information as far k as 1935 and 1936. 


‘hat is your occunation? 
Lawyer e 
"ho named or who appointed these civil servants and who advanced them? 
A The state officers and the section officers, the state administration 
and the local administration, 


Q “ho also took a part in the appointment of civil servants and their 


advancement? 
A After the Cerman civil servant laws, the NSDAP. 


Q what office did the NSDAP or the party use for that purpose? 


mn II) 
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A There were various offices which were questioned in connection with 


these appointments, for instance, the ocal volice. they also checked with the 
pi 9 > H a 


local court if there had been any previous sentences, then the labor or 


Arbeitfront, the party, the professional groups, depending upon what the person 
was working in. For instance, the law association, the medical association, the 
association of professors at the University, all depending of course on what 
their jobs w re and also the person's use to the SD. 


Q 


v 


hat was the reason for all this information? 
This information was used by the party for the so-called political 
certificate or political judgment of the various officers, 

Q Was there any difference heiwe:n the political judgement by the 
Hoheitstraeger or the higher party officers and the SD? 

A the judgement of the Hoheitstraeger was what we called the Hoheitsact 
which meant that it had a constitutional value. It was an important or valuable 
judgement. the judgement which came from the various other organizations which 
I mentioned before were information of facts and therefore was not a judgement, 
but only a statement of facts, 

hat do you understand as | 

A The word Hoheits.ct act or Hoheits file is an oid Cerman administrative 
term. In other words, it is not just the statement or form of the National 
Socialistic law. for instance a Hoheitsact is all the files of the court affairs 
such as affairs, of criminal couris, concessions, as well as permits to build, 
permits of all sorts and also the information of the other legal files. 

Q ‘as the information of the SD a Hoheitsact file. 

A Wo, it was not a “oheitsact file, 

Q "as this difference prescribed by law? 

A Yes, the party chancellory issued information as to the difference be= 
tween political judgement and political information. It also designated that 
only the information by the Yoheitstraeger was to be supposed to be recorded as 
a Hoheitsact. 

9 Did the information given by the 3D have any importance in the appoint- 
or advancement of civil servants? 

A The information of the SD was "sine qua non" that is i) was something 


that did not have to be absolutely obeyed and the Hoheitstraeger was in no way 
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tied to use the information by the SD, 

9 “hat was the purpose of the SD information concerning these civil. 
Servants? 

ie had to make a difference between times. As long as Amt. 3 did not 

exist, it wa duty of the SD upon orders f om the NSAP to sive information 
concerning future civil servants and those to be advanced from its information, 
which consisted mostly of reports by old members. these matters were taken care 
of in the old Amt. 1 in the office “hich : at time was called amt 111. “hen 


1 


Amt. 3 was formed, this oli material and the old files on the whole went over 
to the Gestapo, later on as int, 3 was organized, it became the duty of Amt. 3 


to give information according to the lines given to us as an information branch, 


The information, which was given to us by this group, was called by us "Inform- 


44'275 Le E SE 
UDOLIC Ire D 


ation on the Fear of It was the purpose from this information to 
present the man by the 5D as he actually was in his past or in his daily life. 
It was supposed to give a complete picturs of his personality and character. 
This information was supposed to give his past life, his professional career, 
his schooling such as University and College career; his family background, his 


f 


financial background, what kind of social circles he moved in, his political 
his political present and the knowledge he had of the field in which he 
was supposed to be workinse this information was compiled not by a person who 
had no information whatsoever cone rning the position that this information was 
given out for. For instance, if it concerned a member of the law profession, 


4 


rorkers with a lawyer background took care of that. If it 


ao 


concerned a man with an economic background, “then an economic membr of the SD 
compiled this information; if it concerned a man with a cultural background, 
then it was a man in the SU who compiled the information who also had cultural 
background. In other words, what I want to point out is that the civil servant 
that was being investigated or checked was not just checked for one single phase 
of his life, not for instance just his political phase, but his entire life or 
background. It was not checking just one particular point. In other words, a 
single action or a single phase of his life was not considered to be highly 
irrelevant, but we considered his entire background and past an^ actions, 

I want to say that we attempted to show this information how this public 


official was looked upon by the public = just what the 
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public opinion wass 
Qe The prosecution maintains that the reason for the screening and informa- 
tion of public officers of the SD was so that the officers would be put into 


leading positions which could be used later on for conspiring to carry out 


crimes against the peace, war crimes, etc. Would you please make a statement 


concerning this, 
A. I cannot answer the question of the conspiracy -only give my impression 
Qe Your personal impression is not important, but the impression of the SD 
members, 

LT. HARRISs I object to that, I think the witness is qualified to sta 
te what his personal impression is, but he is not qualified to state his im- 
pression of othef people, It is impossible. 

DR. GAWLIK: He is supposed to sive information and can give informatic 
as to the purpose, which was the aim of the SD leadership -by that I mean the 
Reichs Security Main Office in which he was active, 

CAPTAIN TUPRIDY: Please insturect the witness not to answer until the 
question of “he cbiection is ruled upon. 

DR. GA Wait until the o jection is ruled upon before you answer, 

CAETLTN TUERTDYs I think Lt. Harris' cbjection is a valid one. ‘ou 
cannot testify as to someone else's impression unless you know what it was 
you would be gettin, away from that which would really consist of your know- 
le dg Ss 

DR, GawLIK: He is not supposed to give the opinions and impressions oi 
all the other members. He was in charge of the personnel information branch 
of the SD. Being in charge, he should know the goal of this information bra: 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: The objection is based on the fact that the witness 
is testifying as to the impression of others. What we are trying to get at 
here are factss 

Yes, if we could avoid people's impressions generally, I think the evi 
dence which we get here would be of great weight, 

DR. GAWLIK} Was the objection over-ruled ? 


CAPTAIN TU RIDY: We will over-rule the objections 
1671, 
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BY DR, GAWLIKs 

Qe Please give me the facts about which we can draw the conclusion as to 
the purpose of this information. 

Ae I did not know, nor did I have any impression that there existed any 
conspiracy within the SD and in my talks with my coeworkers and superiors, 
I never got the impression that such a conspiracy did ex$st, especially in the 
information branch of the SD. We never received any decrees or directives 
from either the party or the SD that could lead one to suppose that such a 
conspiracy actualiy existede W hen we received the information concerning 
a public servant, we sent this information to the people asking the question 
ethat is everything we know concerning this person. 

We were not esked if certain people had the special characteristics whig 

were necessary for a per ı to participate or in any way be connected with a 
conspiracy, I .ld consider under these characteristics for a person to 
participate or take part in a conspiracy, he would have to be absolutely 


obedient, if he is a person without scruples and a person who is ready to be 


O 


used as a tool for any kind of action. 
CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: We are not interested in what the witness considered 
as the necessary characteristics for an individual to take part in a conspirae 
DR. GsiLIKs Please only given me the facts, 
BY DR, GAWLIK: 

Ae The further fact that where was no group within the state or the party 
that was known and regarded as a group formed for a conspiracy and the rela- 
tion with this hizhest leadership groups By that, I mean the relationship bet 
ween the various ministers and high officers of the party and its organization 
This group was not a closely tied group, but within this group there was a 
great difference of opinion and people who cintinually opposed each other. 
The further fact is that the SD did not hear anything about a common goal of 
this leadership group -tnat is a common goal as fap as a conspiracy is concer- 


ned, 


Qe The prosecution claims that the basis on which these officers were jud- 


ged was a complete dependability to the Nazi point of view and to Hitler's 
leadershipe This question concerns page 16 of the trial brief -German transla 


tion, What can you say concerning this ? Is that corredt ? Is this the gege 
surement or were their other measurements relative to this ? 
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Ae First of all, I have already stated that the SD did not give any jud- 
gment “just information or facts, If it was a fact that a public officer or 
a person had openly stated his opposition to the party or to the state, then 
this was included in the information, As I already stated this person was 


not judged by just one part of his life, For instance, his statements or his 


actions toward the state or the party, but his general public life among whic 


his political opinicns were a part. 
Qe Dr. Hoettel stated in a sworn statement, FS 2614, that it was the goal 
of tha SD to put in the leading positions only those persons who were 100 % 
followers of the National Socialist party and any other public officers it w 
attempted to have removed, 

Ap Dr. Hoettel never worked in Amt. 3 and I do not think he know much of 
duties of the information center or branch, otherwise he wovld not have made 
such a statement. If the statement of Dr. Hoettel is correct, then it would 
mean that the SD was involved in personal politics. We always considered it 
a fact that polities were not a part of the activities of the Information 
Bureau of iko wcunter, Ib was not the goal of Amt. 3 “that is the informath: 
branch te nut orly 100 % Nazis in leading positions, but to put the persons 
best quif ed aa far as character and dependability was concerned. The SD 

inst the other hirh ranking officers or members, since 
that would have been an aecutive action -an action which should have been in 
the hands of the police and judgese Such work was not done by the DS or was 
not attempted by the SD, 

Qe Dr. Hoettel also stated that the SD had an important inflvence in the 
judgment of personnel officers in many state departmentse Would you give us 
your opinion concerning this ? 

Ae I don't quite understand what he means by a state departmente By tha’ 
it is usually meant a public service, such as a reduction in electricity, e 
He may mean an official state or Government department, for instance a mini 
trye Concerning this, I want to say that the SD did not have any influence 
on the personnel policies of these various official departments and ministr’ 


and it did got attempt to have any such influence, 
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Of courses the SD was interested in the fact that the information, which 
they compiled and passed on to the organizations or groups requesting it, that 
the information would be used by theme Cf co rse, this information of the SD 
concerned all high ranking officers, the state officers, who were well known 
and epople who were well known in public Die, besides those working in admi- 
nistration, law or culture. It was therefcre intended that the individual 
experts or men working in Amt, 3 on these matters were in good relation to the 
personnel services of the official departments, such as the Ministry, etc. 

If such a good relationship was accomplished by the experts in Amt. 3 and the 
personnel chief in the ministry, then it was possible that these two men could 
get together and jointly decide or try to fizure out what Professor for ins- 
tance would the best choice for a certain job within a University, however, th 
SD did not have the power to order or even sugrest as to what person would be 
best qualified for a certain position. It did not have the power and did not 
suggest as to what person would be most qualified. In this way, the SD did no 
have the power of supervision over these various positions or new placements. 

Q. In other werds, as far as there was some kind of influence, in what dire, 
tion did the SD use its influence ? 

Ae I want to state on this point that the objectives and large reports give, 
by the SD were not one sided and did not take one side or the other. They spa 
ke for themselves, that was true not only in the personne section of the SD, 
but in every sectionl 

Qe Maybe you can answer this question with "yes" or "no" ? Would it be 
the purpose to aid and bring about the conspiracy for crimes against the peace 
crimes against humanity and war crines ? 

A. Absolutely noe 

Qe Did the SD have the veto power against proposed names of officers and ad 
vancements ? 

Ae Noe 

Qe Did the SM also give information concerning the capabilities or reliabi- 
lity of political leaders for political jobs, that is higher jobs in the party 


and the organization ? 
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Ae Ihe SD was completely excluded from the internal affairs of the party 
and it had nothing whatsoever to say concerning appointments within the party 
or its organization, that was especially due to the objections of Bormann that 
the SD was not allowed to mix itself in the party affairs, Therefore when a 
position like Ortsgruppenleiter, Gauleiter or even Kreisleiter, then the SD 
was not questioned concerning the reliability of the person, In fact, the SD 


was not even informed that such a post was supposed to be mannede 


Qe “ica the SD have any influence whatever in the selection of Nazi leaders 1 


This concerns page 16 of the Trial Brief, German translation ? 

Ae I, as the responsible person within the SD., should have known of any 
such influence and I state that the SD at no time had any influence whatsoever, 
on promotions or naming of party officers or officers of the associated organi- 
zations and groupSe 

DR. GAWLIKs I have no further questions ç 


(The Commission recessed at 1120 hourse) 
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BY. LT. COMMANDER HANNIS: 
Q Why did you join the SA and the Nazi Party? 


A In 1958, I was made Kreisleiter of my own town of Aachen, 


and at that time I was asked why I had not joined the Nazi Party 
or the National Gocialist Welfare Organization, the NSV, or some 
other organization of the Party. In that respect I was accused 
to some extent of not having participated. 

DR. GAWLIK: Would the witness please clarify what he means 
by Kreisleiter in this connection? 

WITNESS: I was the highest Nazi leader for that town. 

DR. GAWLIK: Then, did I understand the witness correctly as 
saying that he was the highest Nazi leader in that town wi thout 
having been a party member? 

WITNESS: I was misunderstood. I became a lawyer in 1938 
and at that time I received an order to go to the Kreisleiter and 
explain why I had not become a party member. 

BY LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: 

Q Who told you to go to the Kreisleiter and explain why 
you had not become a member of the Nazi party? 

A I don't remember whether I was asked to go to the Kreis- 
leiter by letter or by phone. 

Q Well, it was a request from the Kreisleiter's office 
that you come and report in order to explain why you had not joined 
the Nazi Party, is that right? 

A Yes. 

Q And what did you tell the Kreisleiter as to why you had 
not become member of the Nazi party? 

A I already stated before that among other things I waa ac- 
cused of having fricndly relations with Jows and having taken Jewisl 
cases as a lawyor,. 

Q Well, who accused you of those offenses? Did the Gestapo 
accuse you or the Kreisleiter? 

A I don't know where the Kreisleiter got his information. 


My actions and my relations with other people were well known to 
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a lot of the people in that town since the life ofa lawyer gener- 
ally is rather public, and my friends and acquaintances were rather 
well known in this comparatively small town. 

s #011, did you know that it was an offense against the 
Party and the Nazi system to represent Jows? 

A Yes, 

G And knowing that it was such an offense, you wont right 
ahead and represented them, is that right? 

Yos. ` 
You didn't think that was wrong? 
No. 

Q and then, what did you tell the Kreisleiter as to why 
you had not joined the Party? 

A I told the Kreisleiter that I had some basic thoughts 
against this idea, that I was not a political person, and that I 
had never before participated in any political activity. 

Q What were the objections that you had to the Nazi system 


at that time? 


de For instance, the anti-semitism. I was not anti-semitic 


then and I'm not anti - semitic now. 

Q Well, what did you know about anti-semitism as carricd 
out by the Kreisleiter and the lower party officials? 

A It consisted of the removal of the Jews fron the public 
life of Germany. 

Q What did the Nazi Party have to do with that? What did 
the Blockleiter, tho Zellenleiter, and the Ortgruppenleiter have to 
do with that? 

A aS National Socialists, they represented the ideals of 
anti-semitism. 

Q But what specifically did they do against the Jews that 
caused you to be opposed to them? 

A 4m I to understand your question as Saying in what way 
did these Ortgruppenleiters, Zellenleiters, and Blockleiters carry 
out the anti-semitism? 


Q Yes, 
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DR. GAWLIK: May I object to this line of questioning since 
the witness was not called in for this line of questioning, and 
from the testimony that he has given up to now, ho does not know 
the information which is now being asked of him, 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: The witnoss has indicated that ho is a mem- 
ber of a part of the SD. The SD was a group of persons that allog- 
cdly conspired in crimes. The line of qucstioning is directed to- 


ward the individual as a person and his attitude and his actions 


which would have a bearing on the testimony which hc has bocon giving, 


DR. GAWLIK: In other words, it is only a question of his 
trustworthiness and roliability? 

CAPTAIN TUBRIDY: Generally. 

DR. GAWLIK: «alright. 

WITNESS: May I have the question repeated? 

LT. COMMANDER HARRIS; Yos. 

(Question repeated by Gorman stcnographer. ) 

WITNESS: I, at that timc, was not a member of the National 
Socialist Party, and I can only tostify as to what I hoard from 
others, 

BY LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: 

H. Yes, that's what wo arc interested in. What, specifi- 
cally, did thoy do that caused you to think that this anti-scnitisn 
wes wrong? 

A What I saw especially of the anti-sonitism of the Nazi 
party was the propaganda which was reported in tho nowspaper and 
especially over tho radio. Then, the mass moctings, the papors 
such as Der Stucrmer, and such all carricd this propaganda. 

a You said that you understood that the Party was trying 
to forco the Jews to leave Gormany. "hat did the Sascklakter, 
Zellonleiter and Ortgruppenleiter do speeifically to force tho Jows 
to leave Germany, for example? 

A I was a lawyor, and as such, represented many Jews that 
“intended to Leave Germany, and later on actually did leave Germany, 


ss a lawycr, I had to aid them in various aspects of their lcaving, 
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Such as helping them in certain financial interests; also having 
to mect with the border duty officers and with the finance officors 
and so on, and therefore, I did not have anything to do actually 


with the party officcrs and do not know what theso party cfficers 


aid in order to force the Jews to leave Germany. 


Q Well, your clients told you what they did, didn't thoy? 

A Yes. 

Q well, what did they toll you? 

À I had clicnts for instance that used to have business in 
Germany, and after a while, thoy received an order that they would 
not be allowed to carry on those business affiliations any more 
and it was attempted to try to retain their business interests so 
that they would start anew in tho foreign countrics. 

Q And what organization drove them out of business? Was 
that done by the Party? 

AA No, this was just a consequence of State deerces, or 
state orders., For instance, the Nucrnborg decrees were State laws 
and National laws, and it was from these laws that tho deerco was 
enforced, 

S How were these discriminatory laws onforccd? what or- 
ganization enforced then? 

A Toro, woro a large number of official departments con- 
nected with this matter. Fur instance, the Finance Department had 
a vory large part in this, and duty had to be paid for anything 
that was takon out of Germany. Toon, the local police, the erimi- 


nal police, was also conneeted with the issuing of passports and 
so on. 


2 „nat clso did you tell the Kreisleiter? What other rea- 
sons did you give the Kreislceiter for not joining the Party, other 
than the fact that you were opposed to anti-sonitism? 

a I have already stated that I told him at the time I was 
a non-political person, and had not participated in political 
actions. Beforc 1933 I was not interested, and was not interested 


now. 


Q Well, did he tell you why you should become a member of 
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tho party? 

NW Ho did not toll mo to become a member of the National 
Socialist Party, but to become a membor of the NSV, the National 
Socialist Welfare Organization. He also asked me to participate 
in this welfare organization, 

Q Did you do this? 

i Yos, 

Q You understood that really, if you didn't comply with 

request, it would adversely affect your law practice? 

A I was not threatened in that direction. However, I con- 
sidered it a good idca to join this organization since it was a 
purcly wolfarc organization which had nothing to do with the 
National Socialistic world ideas, and was a purely welfare organi- 


zation. 


Q You were out of sympathy with the National Socialistic 


only partly. 
What parts of it were you particularly opposed to? 
A I was against the anti-senitism and was also, as a lawyer, 
opposed to the so-called headership principle which extended all 
the way down into the smaller groups or phases of public life. I 
a liberal, so far as my law was concerned, or if you want to 
it, I was nore democratically inclined. 
Q In other words, you were opposed to dictatorship as 
personified by Hitlerisn? 
À I woulä agrce that at tho time of need in which Germany 


plunged, central and energetic leadership was a good thing. 


However, I au not quite able to determine how far this cent#al and 


energetic leadership should have extended. 


Q In any event, opposing these Nazi tendencies for leader- 


ship and anti-semitism, you joined the Nazi Party, didn't you? 

Pr aftor I entered the welfare organization, I got the Job 
of receiving the first of the many members, and it was also ny 
job to bring these people money and food, and it was a job which 
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was considered very nice, and after a half year, the Ortgruppen- 
leiter who was responsible for my district, told me that it was 


possible for mo to enter the Party. 


Q 4nd so you were glad to know that you had been accepted 


in the Party and you joined the Party? 
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A No, that is not quite the history of it. At that time 
I came to the conclusion that it was not a good idea to stay in 
isolated opposition as an outsider, but rather, to enter the Party 
and asa party member, to express my thoughts and opinions about 
the public life, and in such a way bring mv ideas to a wider 
circle, 

Q That was due to the fact that no outsider could safely 
express opposition to the Party and against the Nazi dictatorship, 
wasn't it? 

A Yes, For instance, it was not possible to express my 
different opinion in a newspaper article or by expressing it at a 
rally. 

o It was the duty of the Ortgruppenleiters, Zellenleiters, 
and DBlockleiters to keep watch over the people and to report 
unpatriotic actions, wasn't it? 

A That would have meant that the Zellenleiters, Ortgruppen- 
leiters and Blockleiters were spying on the people in the district. 


Before + 


entered tho National Socialist organization, I did not 
know who the Zollenleiter was that was in charge of my particular 
district. 

Q That's exactly what I mean, but you knew that if you, as 
a member of the opposition, stated your opposition to anti-semitism, 
that it was the duty of the party leaders to report you and that 
you would be reported and then the result Was that you had to get 
out of the opposition and into the party. 

A No, you camnot express it that way, I think what you 
say is oxaggerated, When I was a lawyer, we more or less publicly 
expressod our opposition to vorious ideas, For instance, ina 


court house, similar to this, the lawyors had their own room in 


which z group of them got together and discussed the latest measures 


end criticized them, If we did not agree with them we said so. 
We were not afraid of being reported or picked up, 

Q You didn't answer the question, I am not referring to legal 
mothods, as to which lawyers have the privilege of expressing 


themselves, I am referring to remarks made by the public in general 
1885 





HIT 


against the Hitler ideas, that is anti-semitism, It was genorally 
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known thet these party officials did report these remarks and it 
was their duty to do so, 

A No, it is true thet in the rooms of the lawyors, judicial 
questions were discussed, but I om referring to questions about tho 
events of tho day -- the laws of tho day and interior politics, 

We not only discussed those questions in the rooms of the lawyers, 
but also in public, and I want to emphasizo ny this that I did not 
feol in any way that I wes being spied upon. 

Q In other words, what you just said a few minutes c. go 
that the recson that you joincd the Nazi Porty was in order to have 
froodom of oxprossion which you did not have outsido of the Nazi 
P arty is not truo? 

A ` No, I do not considor thet thero was such a contradiction. 
In my cnswor, thoro is quite 2 difference in talking to frionds 
end acquaintances about things liko this, cond in talking to another 
group of pooplo -- Party members whom I mot, By oxprossing my 


thoughts to thom, I hoped to bring cbout co chango in their idocs. 


Thorc!s q uito z. lot of difforenco, Ono being without any rosults, 


end tho other ono, the lattor one, having z. possibility of rosults 
within tho Party. 

Q That's oxcetly whet I am talking about. In othor words, 
you know that as long as you woro on outsidor, thet if you mado 
stotcments cbout your opposition to persons in tho Party, you wore 
liable to got into troublo, didn't you? 

A I considered it unnccossary ond necdless to stand on the 
outside and just criticizo, but folt that I, as a mombor of ono af 
the highor oducatod and moro intolligont groups of tho population, 
should onter the Party in ordcr to b ring: about a change in the 
policy of the National Sociclist Party as such. 

Q Wheat did you undorstcnd the SD to »e when you joined it? 

A I only keard about tho cxistonce of the SD shortly boforo 
I entored tho SD. I becamo a soldior when tho war broko out, and 


at that timo, lawyers wore boing sought by tho 4 for dutios which 


necessitated a person boing 2 lawyor, At that timo, I was with 
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& unit which I was not suited for, I was with a building construc- 
tion company and my physical stature was not suited for tho job. 
That is why I took the chenco and I asked about the jobs which were 
open. I saw immediately that I could bring my critical ideas to 
uso in this now job as a l-wyon, 

Q You have spokon for 5 minutos and you heave not answorod 
the question, 

A Then I am sorry, but I did not understand tho question. 

Q I asked you, at tho time you joined tho SR if you know 
whet tho SD was, 

I was told, &t the time, and it later tumed out to be 
truo, that tho S was on institution which wes to look into public 
ideas and thoughts. Theat was cbout the general lines and dutics 
of tho SD. 

Q Well, did anybody over toll you thet the SD was the 
intolligonco service of the SS in the P arty in the Nazi Stato? 

A Nobody cver told me that and t aia not got the impression 
while working thero that the Sd, and I am now speaking of Amt III, 
carricd out any ospionago or intelligence. 


Q Well, how did the ¿mt III of the SD obtain their informa- 


I suppose the Prosecutor is speaking of tho meterial which 

the SD usod for the report? 
the S, omy ü Velen" ? 

Thoy did not employ them in the sense that they had a 
contract with them or thet they were paid, We called them honorary 
co-workorse I, of course, was paid, 

Q Did Amt III of the SD obtain indormation through persons 
who were called honorary part-time members, or “V-Men” , who obtained 


information secretly and relayed it to the SD regular employees? 


If you want to designate me as a paid agent, then I have 


to protest because the sound of the word agent is a very bad word 
in Germanye Out, if you wanted to express by this that the main 
officials in the ID, such as L, did receive information from V-Men, 


then that is correct, I do ouite EE ee the tem that the 
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Prosecutor used, that is, the torm of obtaining information by 
secret means, 

Q When did you enter Amt III's hecd office? 

A End of January, 1943, 

Q You have seen those reports on individual civil servants 
that you testified to at length? Havo you ever soon one? 

A ¿s I have already stated, I concerned myself with the 
public. That is, while in Aachen, Hamburg and Berlin I concerned 
myself with civil sorvants, but later I was cmeornod with party 
mombors, That is, tho leading porsonalitics within the party. 


Q 


v 


You understand that you have not answerod the question 
at all, don't you? fre you trying to dsliborately evade answoring 
the questions? 

A No, I was asked whether I saw any of those reports, 

And you havo not answered this question, 

Yes, I'vo soon thoso reports, 

That's a simple question, and it calls for a simple answer, 
and we will set along much botter if you try to znswer the quostion, 
Wheat did the report look like? 

È. Theso reports woro, as I have already oxplained, tho 
description of tho porsons part life and their occupational career. 
Q Did it hve tho nome of the man on tho report? 


A It hed to be there, 


Q It nad to be, of courso, Then, it had the report which 


v 


gave the basic facts, didn't it? 

A I don't understand this question, 

Q the body of tho report contained facts concerning 

the man's pa life and so forth? 

A thet was the rule, 

G 3 Then, at tho ond of tho report, thore was tho con- 
clusion? 

depended upon the offices from where this information 

originated. Some groups only made a list of the facts, and some 
other groups drew a conclusion. 


Q Did you over see any ono of these roports which were 
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submitted to the Stato Depertaont in fincl form as it wont on to 
Amt ILI? 

A I havo «lrocdy stated, in tho answor that was objoctod 
to by tho Prosccutor, th.t in Amt III, I did not heve anything to 
do with the judgmont of thoso officials, In Ant III, I mado por- 
sonality reports concerning persons within tho party, 

Q So that actuclly, whet you aro fomiliar with is your 
expcricnces in tho Abschnitt and Leitabschnitt officos in submitting 
roports, beginning ct ¿mt III, on thoso various appointees and 
officers? So your oxperioncco in the mattors of rcports on civil 
sorvants is based upon the timo that you spont in tho rogional 
officcs of the Sd, cnd in submitting roports from thoso officos 
to Amt III headquartors? 

A I have clready stated how this information wis boing 
dealt with in Amt III whilo I was with tho Abschnitt soctors, 

Q But you said you had nover actually soon ono of tho 
final roports when it wont out from Amt III to tho stato officos 


concernod, 


` 


A It is possible th.t I saw thoso rcports from collcagues 


anc. co-workors, thoroforo it is possible for mo to st. te whet they 
looked like, 

Q Just « minuto ¿go you had nover soon ono of thoso roports. 
Now you scy it is possible thet you saw thom, There could not 
bo any question e to whether or not you saw thom. 

When you spoko of tho reports I thought you mecnt all tho 
or: most of thom, However, I have not soon all of thon, 

Amt III very ofton passod on tho good reports and wo passed 
thom on, I know thoso reports quito wolle 

Q And sono of those reports wus a gonoral cppraisal of the 
person involvod, wasn't it? 

A Yos, I havo clready statod that it wes handlod difforontly 
in various orgcnizations or groups. Some would havo those final 
rosuros, 

Q What were your instructions in the ficld as to what type 


of political griovences you wore to look for? 


Mos III 
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I did mot quito understand your qucstion, 


Q You said that ono of tho clements var man's political 


past, his political views and attributes, is th-t right? 


fi 


A Yose 

Q Ind I suppose that in thoso reports, if ono of tho V-Mon 
seid that he had learned that this mcn wos opposed to cnti-esomitism 
or somothing of that sort, that that wcs incorporated into tho 
roport? 

A Yos, that's c fact, 

Q ind thet's why you usod these V-Ilion who wore not known, 
and who thoroforo were in < position to “cauiro information thzt 


othcrwisc could not bo obtained? 





SE = MIN 


Ae I have stated before that the political aspects of the person were not 


the only points which were touched, but that it was only one point amon; many, 


Qe You see, that does not answer the question. I understand that. Now 
let's have the question read backe 
(Question read back in German by German stenographere) 
Thatts simple question and I think you can answer it with yes or no. 
he Yes, of course, If a person made such a statement and a V-Man heard it, 
he reported it among the other facts. 
Ge You maintained the files of these persons in your regional offices, did 
you not ? 
Yes, I had them at my disposal at any time. 
Now, actually, cic you maintain files against incivicuals in anticipatio; 
of receiving requests for information ? 


a 


Ae The files were set up in order to gather any kind of material. It was 
more or less a questionnaire, 

Ge Go ahead and explain that, I am interested in the mechanics, you see. 

Ae If I uncerstand you corréctly, you want to know just how such an inquiry 
was handled ? 

No, that's not the question. I will rephrase the question, When infor- 
mation came in from the V=-men, and whatever forces were available, it was put 
in your files and kept in your office for future reference, wasn't it ? 

have to sive you an example otherwise it is very hard to explain. 
understand. I am not talking about these inquiries specifically, I 
am talkin; about it in general, 

Ae Yes, I have to give you a typical example, 

go ahead, 

Ae For instance, a V—Man reported the judgment in a certain case —- a crimi 
nal case, For instance, it was stated in this report that the public did not 
agree with this judgment which concerned somethins against the war industrial 
economy, which was a crime against the war industrial economye It said then 
in the report, that the Judge, Judge Mueller, dealt with it too harshly, or 
not harshly enouzh, according to the viewpoint of the people, Then the SD 
became interested in Judgs Mueller, Then extracts of this report were made am 


put into a file. 891 
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Qe Under the name of Mueller ? 

Ae Under the name of Mueller, yes, that is correct, A second typical exams 
ple is, for instance, when a Judge Schmitz is supposed to receive a promotion 
The Party asks the SD fop any information which the SD has concerning this 
Judge, Then, we were to check and see if there were any files on this man. 

If there were no files, which was usually the cass, then we made up a file. 
Q, That's exactly what I want, Tell me what your duties were 
to investigating the pa. ty officials when you were in amt III in 

Ae The committee of which I was in charge was called General Public Life. 
It was my duty to describe this development of public opinion in reports which 
I made up after receiving reports from smaller sectors all over Germany. They 
were serious things which influenced the reports on the opinions of the popula 
tion in a negative ways 

Qe Just a minute, I think that perhaps you did not understand the question 
I thought you said before that your work in amt III was with respect to the 
Party and that's what I was trying to have you bring out e 

Ake Yes, I am coming to this right now. There was a bad influence upon the 
opinion of the people if at any public affair, for instance, a hi:h party offi 
cial acted in a bad ways The action of the leading man was checked more and 
more by the population as the progress of the war became more and more criti- 
cal, Many party officials were talked about by the population quite criticall 
and the opinion of the population was gathered by these V-Men, It was my duty 
to put tozether these facts anc reports about either the hich leaders as a who. 
le or about individual leaders, I was to put them together and pass them on. 

Qe And where did you send them ? 

Aue We were to bring these reports to the attention of the various officials 


who could change the existing conditions, That was, especially, Bormann, as 


bigh chief of the party, That is, he wasn't the highest chief, because the 


highest chief was Hitler, but he was the chief of the party chancellorse 
Qe And you kept these peports in your office, filed by name, and when you 


submitted them did you submit them just with respect to one name at a time or 
more than one name ? 
Ae In genera, they were reports concerning one Kreisleiter and one Gauleite 


or one Reichslietere 
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And they were set up as individuals by name in your office ? Is that 
right ? 

Ke Yes, that is somathing that I personally was responsible for, I develo- 
ped these files, They were not official SD files, but they were in my office 
in a steel case, 


Qe And the reports that came in from the V-Men through the regional offices 


“ave information on the specific individuals by name which you put in your 


files ? 
Ae As I said before, if it concerned the actions of some individual by that 
nancy VCSe 
Qe The answer is yes ? 
ae Yes, but just in case, I wish to have the question repeated. 
(German stenographer repeats the questione) 
Yes, the answer is yes, 


LT, CMDR. HARRIS} I have no further questions, 


RE=DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR, GaWLIKs 
Qe Witness, you stated before the difference between a judzment and what 
you called a state Hoheits act and Political Information, Am I correct in 


H 


saying that this Hoehiets Act was a jucgment which was a general judsment 
whose value was accepted by everybody ? 
In Germany, it was an official set. 
It was an act which was to be depended on by everybody, and the diffe- 
rence between the political information was or i$ that the information only 
ave actual facts ? 


Ae Yes, anc as the Frosecutor has stated, and I agreed, if there was a 
closing resume of the entire thing, then this was not official nor was it in 


any way binding apon 


f 


je My question is i lo you know what political leaders could give such 
binding judgment ? 


ing As far as I know, only Kreisleiters. 
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Qe What was the reason for the critical opinions concerning high members of 
the Party in the State ? Why were they put together ? Was the reason of the 
SD that the SD was to act against these people who made these statements or 
were there other reasons ? 

Ae We considered it very important to know what the people thought of the 
political leaders. The leadership had to receive such information from its 
information branch, However, over all those things, we hac no influence. 

LT. COMDR. HARRIS: You translated "Nachrichten Auskunft" as informatio: 
branch ? Is it information or intellizence ? 

INTERERETERs "Nachrichten" is actually information, It can be used in 
both ways. 

CAPT, TUBRIDY: Let's just let the record show that it can be translate 
either as information or intelligence. 
BY DR. WiüLIKs 

Qe Was the purpos. of these reports by the population concerning these 
people, to prosecute the people who had made statements ? 

ie The V-Men were not required to name the persons who made these statemen 

Then how were these statements reported ? 

For instance, in the following manaer. The entire population of a 

spoke of the action of a certain Kreisleiter. 

what was the situation of the SD at the time you arrived at the reich 
Security Main Office ? 

a, At that time already there were many differences between the SD and Par 
Chancellors, especially Bormann and even with Himmler, who did not consider 


the reports of the 3D as very important. We were always socused of being 


defeatists, or of being pessmistic, and that we were against the Partye 

DR. GAWLIK: I have no further questions, 

CAFT. TUBRIDYs The Court will adjourn, and we will have the next wit- 
ness at 2300 oielocke 


(The Court adjourned at 1315 hourse) 
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